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ADVERTisEMENt  to  the  Reader. 

THE  materials  for  the  following  notes 
were  colleded  in  the  beginning  of  laft 
month  ;  but  were  laid  afide.  on  finding  a 
letter  to  Mr.  William  Bromfeild  advertifed 
in  the  public  prints.  The  author  was  in 
hopes  of  feeing  his  defign  executed  by  fome 
more  fkilful  hand,  and  waited  fome  weeks 
with  equal  curiofity  and  impatience.  But 
getting  no  further  intelligence  of  that  pro¬ 
duction,  he  is  of  opinion,  that  in  a  cafe  of 
fo  great  emergency,  longer  delay  might  be 
attended  with  dangerous  confequences :  and, 
if  what  he  now  offers  to  the  public,  fhould 
not  prove  an  effectual  remedy,  it  may  at 
leaf!:  be  of  ufe  in  affording  a  temporary  re¬ 
lief,  till  fome  abler  afiiflance  (hall  arrive. 


I 


I  F  the  two  volumes  of  chirurgical  ob- 
fervations  and  cafes  recently  publilhed  under 
the  name  of  Mr.  William  Bromfeild  had 
been  no  otherwife  liable  to  objection,  than  as 
they  had  difappointed  the  hopes  of  all  the 
intelligent  part  of  the  faculty,  and  perhaps 
thofe  of  an  honeft  credulous  publifher,  who 
vainly  believed  the  name  in  the  title  page  to 
be  a  ‘  Tower  of  flrength/  the  author  of 
the  following  notes  would  not  have  inter-* 
ruptcd  his  own  repofe,  or  milled  the  atten¬ 
tion  of  the  public  by  any  animadverlions 
on  fo  infignificant  a  performance.  He 

4  .  «  \ 

cckild  have  viewed  without  fpleen  the  chil— 
dilh  pomp  and  parade  with  which  it  was 
ufhered  into  the  world,  and  yawned  over 
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the  futility  of  near  700  pages  without  feel¬ 
ing  the  kail;  indignation. 

But5  when  he  found  it  not  only  big  with 
error,  but  impofition,  as  unjuft  in  its  preten- 
fions,  as  groundlefs  in  its  arguments,  he  hclk 
Aated  no  longer  to  commit  to  paper  inch  notes 
as  occurred  to  him  on  perufmg  the  work  y  and 
can  with  the  ftrieteft  truth  affert,  that  if  what 
is  here  prefented  to  the  public  (hall  prove  in 
any  degree  an  antidote  to  the  poifon  info  fed, 
he  fhall  never  regret  the  pains  he  has  taken  to 
read  through  thefe  two  unparalleled  vo¬ 
lumes  of  chirurgical  obfervations  and  ca¬ 
fes.  The  juftice  due  to  the  public,  to  the 
profefiion  of  which  he  ftill  continues  to 
be  a  member,  to  the  reputation  of  feverift 
individuals,  as  well  dead  as  living,  and 
(what  is  of  fome  confequcnce)  to  the  au¬ 
thor  of  the  OBSERVATIONS  himfelf, 
demands  this  tribute  5  and  though  the  na¬ 
ture  of  it  will  not  in  all  indances  admit  of 
that  courtly  kind  of  civility,  to  which  that 
gentleman  has  for  fome  years  wilhed  to  be 
accuftomed,  yet,  w$  may  reft  allured,  that 

to 
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to  a  man  fo  free  from  prejudices  as  he  is,  it 
cannot  but  be  perfectly  agreeable.  I  think 
myfelf  entirely  juftified  in  this  aflertion  by 
the  following  paragraph,  introduced  as  early 
as  the  eighth  page  of  his  firft  volume. 

“  Bigots  there  are  in  every  profeflion,  and 
“  many  in  furgery,  who  from  habit,  preju- 
dice,  and  falfe  reafoning,  cannot  fall  in 
with  any  propofal  which  does  not  exactly 

“  coincide  with  their  notions  of  things, 

*  * 

“  particularly  when  offered  by  a  younger 
“brother;  and  after  a  peremptory  difap- 

■  1  i  :  •  ' 

“  probation  declared  by  thofe  of  the  firft 
“  rank  in  this  profcffion,  few  furgeons,  I 
“  fhould  imagine,  would  be  hardy  enough 
€f  to  rifque  their  reputations  in  making  the 
cc  trial:  but  here  again  we  rnuft  be  on  our 
“  guard;  for  prejudice  often  becomes  fixed 
“  from  reafoning  on  falfe  fa  efts.” 

4 

As  a  proof  that  he  himfelf  is  not  trou¬ 
bled  with -this  kind  of  bigotry  he  pro¬ 
ceeds  thus,  page  9. 

“  In  concuffions  of  the  brain,  do  we  not, 
from  certain  fymptoms,  often  fufpedt  ei~ 

B  2  44  ther 
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**  ther  obftruftion  in  the  capillaries,  or  ex- 
travafations  of  fome  of  the  circulating 
fluids  ?  And,  in  order  to  prevent  mifchief, 
“  is  it  not  the  warranted  practice  to  bleed 
“  and  evacuate  usqjje  ap  deliquium? 
se  And,  is  not  this  repeated,  if  the  fymptoms 
^  continue,  till  death  convinces  us,  that 
**  this  method  will  not  always  fucceed  ? 
f*  This  practice  is  founded  on  our  fixed  idea 
**  of  inflammation,  viz.  that  it  is  owing  to 
obftrudticms  in  the  veffels  from  various 
f6  caufes,  and  kept  up  by  a  plethora ;  there- 
fore  emptying  the  veffels,  by  every  poffi- 
ble  means,  is  fuppofed  to  be  the  only  ra- 
6 6  tional  method  of  cure.” 

This  is  the  whole  of  the  paragraph,  and 
I  hope  I  (hall  be  excufed  for  inferring  it  at 
length,  as  the  reader  would  not  otherwife 
have  feen  fo  clearly,  how  far  the  OBSER¬ 
VER  differs  from  thofe  prejudiced  gen¬ 
tlemen  of  the  profeffion,  who  suspect, 
that  in  concuffions  of  the  brain  there  are 
fcxtravafations  of  fome  of  the  circulating 

fluids, 
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fluids,  which  may  be  relieved  by  repeated 
bleeding. 

For  my  own  part  I  muft  confefs  myfelf 

one  of  this  number,  and  that  I  have  always 
thought  there  could  not  be  a  more  probable 
or  more  frequent  effed  of  a  fhock  received  cn 
any  part,  than  the  rupture  of  one  or  more  of 
its  veflels.  The  immediate  confequence  of 
fuch  a  rupture  muft  be  the  extravafation  of  the 
fluid  contained.  This  is  confirmed  by  the  ex¬ 
perience  of  every  furgeon,  almoft  of  every  pu¬ 
pil,  who  muft  often  have  feen  extravafated 
fluids  lodged  either  under  the  Cranium,  or 
under  the  Dura  mater,  after  concuflions  of 
the  brain,  and  which  have  been  difcharged 
by  perforating  the  bone.  A  pupil  indeed 
muft  be  owned  <  a  younger  brother  ’  of 
the  profeffion,  but  that  we  have  already 
feen  is  no  objection  with  our  OBSER¬ 
VER,  and  therefore  I  may  be  permitted  to 
lay  fome  ftrefs  upon  his  experience. 

After  controverting  the  eftablifhed  opi¬ 
nion  in  thefe  cafes,  our  OBSERVER  pro¬ 
ceeds  to  call  in  queftion  what  he  ftiles* 
j  ff  the 


(  6  ) 

**  the  warranted  pradice  of  bleeding  and 
evacuating  ufque  ad  deliquium.  ” 

That  it  is  the  common  pradice  to  bleed 
usque  ad  deliquium,  I  grant :  but  what 
can  be  meant  in  this  inftance  by  evacuating 
usque  ad  deliquium  ?  If  it  is  meant 
that  the  pradice  is  to  purge  as  well  as  bleed 
the  patient  usque  ad  deliquium,  fuch  a 
method  of  pradice  I  am  fufe  never  came 
within  my  knowledge,  nor  do  I  believe 
within  that  of  any  other  furgeon  living. 
Violent  purging  is  univerfally  exploded  in 
all  cafes  where  inflammation  is  fufpeded>! 
and  the  only  intention  of  any  other  evacu-  i 
ation  befides  bleeding,  in  injuries  of  the  I 
brain,  is  to  keep  the  body-  moderately  open  I 
and  cook  If  on  the  contrary,  by  bleed-c 
IN  G  AND  EVACUATING  WC  are  to  1 
underftand  the  fame  thing,  a  repetition  fol 
likely  to  miflead  in  a  point  of  fo  great  im-ii 
portance  is  utterly  inexcufable. 

Nor  is  it  true  that  "  this  pradice  is  founded  b: 
**  on  our  fixed  idea  of  inflammation,  vig.ii 
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ct  that  it  isowing  toobftrudiions  in  theveflels, 
&c.”  Extravafation  is  the  immediate  con-* 
fequence  of  the  injury,  before  any  inflam-* 
mation  can  poffibly  have  taken  place.  The 
intention  therefore  of  bleeding,  efpecially 
at  firft,  cannot  be  to  remove  inflammation, 
not  yet  exifting,  but,  to  empty  the  whole 
fyftem,  that  the  abforbent  veflels,  or  thofe 
which  are  ruptured,  may  more  readily  be 
difpofed  to  take  up  the  fluids  fuppofed  to  be 
extxravafated.  A  practice  founded  on  fuch 
rational  intentions,  and  fo  notorioufly  fuc- 
cefsful  in  many  cafes,  flhould  not  be  lightly 
difcarded. 

The  adminiftration  of  opium  and  fu- 
dorifics  to  raife  a  diaphorefis,  in  concuffions 
of  the  brain,  is  after  this  recommended,  as 
preferable  to  the  ufual  method  of  evacuation 
by  repeated  bleeding.  This  is  a  practice 
the  utility  of  which  fliould  be  thoroughly 
canvafied.  Four  cafes  only  are  adduced  in 
fupport  of  it. 

The  firfl:  proves  nothing,  for  the  patient 
died  ;  and  the  Observer  himfelf  concludes 

!  (p-  u-) 


C  «  ) 

(p.  17)  “  that  the  brain  had  fuffered  fo  much 
from  the  violence  of  the  blow,  that,  let  what 
method  foever  have  been  followed,  the  event 
Would  have  been  the  fame.” 

In  the  fecond  cafe,  the  patient,  with  the 
ufe  of  the  fudorific  ooiate,  had  been  bled 

twice  in  eight  days  :  befides,  he  had  bled  at 
the  nofe,  and  “  having  received  two  large 
“  wounds  by  the  fall,”  muft  probably  have 
loft  no  fmall  quantity  of  blood  from  them. 
In  the  third  cafe,  the  man  had  been  bled 
before  he  came  to  the  hofpital,  and  mufti 
alfo  have  loft  fome  blood  from  a  large; 
Wound  he  had  received  in  the; 

■r  '  I 

forepart  of  his  head.  This  patient! 
was  free  from  all  bad  fymptoms  in  fix  days; 
after  the  accident.  ■ 

The  fourth  cafe  is  a  frafture  about  am 
inch  long  on  the  upper  part  of  the  occipital; 
bone,  occafioned  by  the  perfon  falling  back^j 
wards.  Here  is  nothing  laid  of  the  patient;:: 
having  loft  any  blood,  except  what  mufti 
necelfarily  have  flowed  from  the  incifion; 

*  r  v  l 

made  on  the  tumefied  part,  by  which  the!; 

frafturiu 
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fradlure  was  difcovered.  This  patient  had 
not  the  leaft  bad  fymptom  after  the  fecond 
day.  ... 

Thus  is  this  very  important  point  refled 
upon  the  authority  of  four  cafes.  In  the 
firft  the  patient  died.  In  the  fecond  and 
third  the  evacuations  by  bleeding  were  fa 
confiderable,  that,  it  becomes  a  matter  of 
great  doubt,  whether  they  had  not  a  prin¬ 
cipal  fhare  in  the  recovery  of  the  patient* 
In  the  laft  cafe,  though  we  are  told  it  was 
a  fradture,  yet  the  injury  done  to  the  brain 

*  4 

muft  have  been  trifling  indeed,  fince  the 
boy  had  no  bad  fymptom  remaining  after 
the  fecond  day  from  the  accident.  This 
fudden  recovery  cannot  furelv  be  afcribed 
to  the  miraculous  powers  of  one  fcruple  of 
dovar’s  powder,  and  of  forty  drops  at 

j  >  '  •  * 

moft  of  the  tinctura  anodyna  anti-? 

’ "  » 

mon i al is!  This  was  all  he  could  take  af 

't 

,moft  by  the  third  day,  fince  it  was  prefcri*? 
bed  only  on  the  fecond,  in  the  dofe  of  ten 
(cjrops  every  fix  hours. 

Q  .  'Till 
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The  quicknefs  of  this  cure  mull  there- 
fore  in  a  great  meafure  be  afcribed  to  the 
fmall  degree  of  injury  the  brain  had  re¬ 
ceived,  and  it  might  probably  be  expedited 
by  the  blood  flowing  from  the  incifion 
made  to  difeover  the  fradture.  This  is  the 
more  likely,  as  it  has  been  obferved,  that  the 
emptying  of  the  vefTels  of  the  part  affeded 

.  V  •  ,  ..  ■*  .  r- 

or  near  it,  is  frequently  the  moll  efficacious 
mode  of  bleeding  in  thefe  cales. 

But  this  is  nothing  more  than  my  private 
opinion :  our  OBSERVER’S  opinion  concer¬ 
ning  them  is  given  in  p.  22  and  23,  in  thefe 
words  :  “  I  Ifiall  make  no  other  remark  on 

“  the  fads  than  this,  that  had  the  cafes  of 

\-  - 

.  .  ♦ 

“  concuffion,  which  were  in  the  hofpital, 
“  been  fradures  of  the  fkull,  and  the  ufual 
“  openings  been  madef  with  the  trephine, 
“  the  greater  part  I  firmly  believe,  would 
9i  have  died.” 

That  is  to  fay  in  plain  language,  had  thefe  J 
cafes  been  what  they  were  not,  they  would  I 
not  have  been  what  they  were.  But  to  be  a 

fc,-  . *  &  [a 

little  more  ferious,  If  it  is  meant  by  this  cu-  f 

rious  1 
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rious  obfervation,  that  the  trephine  is  impro¬ 
perly  ufed  in  fra&ures  of  the  cranium ;  Is 
Dovar's  powder,  I  would  a  Ik,  and  the  tinc- 

*  *  i  r  ^ 

TURA  ANDOYNA  AN  TIMONI ALIS,  to  Yu- 
perfede  the  operation  of  the  trepan,  as  well  as 
that  of  bleeding  in  thefe  cafes  ?  Have  not 
many  lives  been  faved  by  that  operation  ?  Have 
not  many  been  loft  by  the  omiflion  of  it,  or 
the  want  of  ufing  it  freely  ?  This  infinuati- 
on  againft  the  ufe  of  the  trephine  is  of  the 
inoft  injurious  tendency.  Should  it  by  chance 
induce  fome  timid  man,  already  perhaps  too 
cautious,  to  negle<ft  the  operation  in  fome  in- 
ftance  where  life  may  depend  upon  it;  what 
will  our  OBSERVER  alledge  in  his  de- 

fence  ?  Will  he - But  I  had  forgot— 

Mr.  Pott  has  written  in  favor  of  the  opera¬ 
tion. 

The  fecond  chapter  of  this  performance 

f  *  "  *  *  \  '  *  ,  :  ‘  \  .  J  j  ,1.4 

profeffes  to  treat  of  amputation;  but  we 
(hall  find  ourfelves  much  difappointed,  if  we 
expert  it  fhould  (tick  to  what  it  profeffes. 
There  are  indeed  a  few  pages  at  the  begin- 

C  2  ning 


Bing  which  lay  fomething  about  the  Tub- 
led,  but  the  reft  of  the  chapter,  which 
in  the  whole  comprehends  near  fifty  pages* 
is  employed  in  other  amufements.  Among 
tliefe  ingenious  digreffions  we  find  thefollow* 
ing  on  the  pulfe,  in  pag.  58. 

\  r  r  1  '  I 

“  The  pulfe  mud  not  be  felt  with  one  or 
se  two  fingers  on  the  carpal  artery,  for  by  e- 
‘€?  qual  preffure  on  the  veffel  we  may  be  de- 
**  ceived  5  but,  if  three  or  four  fingers,  co* 
ver  a  confiderable  length  of  artery,  and  we 
prefs  hard  for  a  time  on  it,  and  then  fud- 


**  denly  raifeall  the  fingers  but  that  neareft 
**  the  patient's  hand,  the  influx  of  blood,  if 
**  there  be  a  plethora,  will  be  fo  rapid,  as 
*(  to  raife  the  other  finger,  and  ftiake  us  fen- 
4‘  fible  of  the  fulntfs.”  The  Very  method 
here  propofed  to  diftinguifh  whether  there  is 
a  natural  plethora  exifiing,  will  to  the  touch 
jproduce  a  temporary  and  artificial  one.  If 

f  V 

we  prefs  hard  on  any  artery  throughout  a 

«  f-  * 

confiderable  length  of  the  tube,  the  courfe 
of  the  blood  in  that  part  will  neceflarily  be 
jobftfuded.  And,  if  the  preffure  is  sue- 

tv  V  .  .,-1  ,  ^  v-  -  #  v  »-  hi  It  A  « 
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DfeNLY  removed,  the  blood,  which  has 
been  accumulated  by  the  obftrudion,  will 
from  thence  acquire  a  proportionate  in- 
Creafe  of  velocity ;  fo  that  the  influx  will 
be  rapid,  arid  will  make  us  sensible  or  a 
fulness,  whether  there  was  a  previous 
plethora,  or  not.  The  impropriety  there¬ 
fore  of  this  direction  for  feeling  the  pulfe 
muft  be  evident. 

In  pages  63  and  64  we  find  the  follow¬ 
ing  paflage.  “  To  illuftrate  how  compref- 
“  fion  on  the  veflels,  caufing  obftrudion, 
€t  may  produce  inflammation,  we  muft  re- 
“  colled:,  that  the  intercoftal  veins,  on  the 
kt  right  fide,  empty  themfelves  immedi- 
r<  ately  into  the  vena  azygos,  while  thofe 
“on  the  left,  in  their  courfe  to  that  vein, 
**  pafs  under  the  aorta.  If  then  a  fever 
“  is  brought  on,  from  cold  being  taken,  or 
“  a  fudden  chill  given  to  the  body,  when 
“  the  blood  has  been  violently  heated  by  ex- 
“  ercife,  whether  by  drinking  cold  water 
“  at  that  time,  or  plunging  into  a  riven; 
**  or  being  exppfed  to  a  cold  wind,  when 


(  *+  ) 
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**  the  pores  are  open,  a  pleuritis  may  cn- 
fue ;  for  the  Ikin  not  doing  its  ufual  office* 

«*  1  -  *  .  V  . 

“  the  materia  perfpirabilis  remains  in  the 
((  blood,  the  veffels  become  over-charged, 
“  the  natural  heat  of  the  blood  is  greatly 
€t  increafed,  vifcidity  enfues,  and  obftrudion 

i  ’  .  .  j. 

“  is  begun ;  and,  for  the  generality,  the 
**.  left  lide  is  more  frequently  affeded  than 

■  **  '  *  /  *  '  i. 

€t  the  right  in  pleurifies,  for  the  above  rea- 
€€  fons/*  -  " 

’  «•  -  -  -  ■  JL 

To  underftand  this  paffage  I  have  been 
obliged  to  feparate  it  into  its  different  parts* 
The  firfl  tells  us,  what  it  is  neceffary  for  us 
to  recoiled:,  that  we  may  know  how  inflam¬ 
mation  arifes :  the  fecond,  points  out  the 

»  *  . ' . 

procefs  of  inflammation  :  and  the  third  af- 
figns  a  r#afon  why  pleurifies  chiefly  affed  the 
.  left  fide.  This  divifion  may  perhaps  fave 
the  reader  fome  trouble,  though  I  do  not 
think  it  will  help  him  to  find  out  the  necef- 
fity  of  recolleding  the  courfe  of  the  intercofU 
al  veins  on  the  left  fide,  in  order  to  acquire 
an  idea  of  the  caufes  of  inflammation ;  nor  am 

't-  ■  11  ’  ‘  A  *  5  <  - 

I  more  convinced  by  it  of  the  truth  of  the 

«•  *  *r  i,  '  *  **  I 

inference  > 

^  *  4  | 

ml 
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inference  drawn,  that  this  fame  courfe 
of  thefe  intercoftal  veins,  by  making  them 

*  *  r  '  }  .  ,  r  ^ 

more  liable  to  obftru&ion,  is  the  reafon  why 
the  pleuritis  moft  commonly  affedts  the  left 
fide.  The  OBSERVER  is  totally  mifta- 
ken  here,  for  whenever  compreffion  on  the 
vefifels  does  produce  inflammation,  this  efFedfc 
muft  be  brought  about  by  preflure  on  the 
capillary  veflels  alone.  Preflure  in  any  de¬ 
gree  or  obftrudtion  in  the  larger  aterics  is  the 
caufe  of  languid  circulation,  atrophy  of  the 
limb,  mortification  &c.  This  is  clearly  evin¬ 
ced  from  the  well  known  effects  of  aneu- 
rifms  in  the  larger  arteries.  On  the  other 
hand,  preflure  on  the  larger  veins,  or  an  ob- 
ftrudtion  being  made  to  the  returning  blood; 
produces  aedematous  fwellings.  This  is  de- 
monftrated  from  the  fwelled  legs  of  gravid 
women,  and  other  inftances.  Preflure  there¬ 
fore  on  the  intercoftal  veins  by  the  increafed 
diftention  of  the  aorta  from  Impetuous  circu¬ 
lation,  if  even  it  can  be  fuppofed  to  produce 

1 JL9  ■  ,  *  ?  ■  •  f 

any  fenfzble  inconvenience,  would  induce 

r  1  fymp- 
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'  »  t 

iymptoms  very  contrary  to  thofe  which  ar^ 
afcribed  to  it, 

. '  .  ;  "  ■  '  •  •  -  •  •  •  -  -  J 

It  has  already  been  obferved,  that  the  fe- 
cond  chapter,  beginning  at  pag.  38  of  the 
firft  volume,  profeffes  to  treat  on  amputation. 
The  fubjedt  however  is  foon  quitted,  and 
a  fixing  of  digreffions  on  various  points  intro¬ 
duced.  Thefe  are  continued  through  the 
remainder  of  the  fecond,  the  whole  of  the 
third,  fourth,  and  part  of  the  fifth  chapter, 
an  extent  of  more  than  one  hundred  pages. 
The  OBSERVER  then  happily  recollect¬ 
ing  the  fubjedt  he  had  entered  upon  in  the 
fecond  chapter,  refumes  it  in  page  143  in 
the  fifth  chapter,  which  profeffes  to  treat  of 
the  Anthrax. 

The  method  of  leaving  out  the  nerve  in 

* 

the  ligature  of  the  arteries  after  amputation, 
mentioned  in  page  161,  &c.  of  this  chapter, 
fails  very  lhort  of  the  advantages  afcribed  to 
it.  It  feems  to  have  no  effedt  on  the  cure. 

’*■  *  '  ■*  <■'**>  *'  *  *  *  .  *  +  4  •  i  *  J  *.  .^4.  .*  | 

I  have  feen  fpafms  of  the  flump  as  frequent 

*  •  *  *'  -  -  - .  * 

and  ftrong  in  cafes  where  the  nerve  has  been  , 
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left  out,  as  where  it  had  been  included  in 
the  ligature  with  the  artery.  Spafms  are  a 
iymptom  undoubtedly  owen  to  other  cir~ 
cumftances.  The  only  advantage  of  this 
pradlice  feems  to  be  faving  the  patient  fome 
degree  of  pain.  This  is  certainly  a  very 
fufficient  and  commendable  reafon  for  re«* 
commending  any  practice ;  whenever  it  can 
be  followed  without  great  inconvenience 
of  fome  other  kind.  But,  I  have  feen  pati^ 
ents  detained  full  half  an  hour  longer  than 
they  ought  to  have  been,  by  the  difficulty 
of  feparating,  and  tying  the  artery  without 
the  needle.  This  is  a  ferious  confideration 
to  a  man  who  has  already  been  fome  time  in 
pain,  and  earneftly  wiffies  to  be  put  to  bed 
as  foon  as  poffible.  I  have  alfo  feen  many 
cafes  where,  after  a  variety  of  attempts,  it  was 
utterly  impoffiblefor  thefurgeonto  effedt  this, 
in  every  artery  he  was  obliged  to  tie.  The 
inftance  adduced  of  a  ligature  on  the  fper-^ 
matic  chord  proving  fo  very  painful  for  % 
long  time  after  the  operation,  that  the  pati¬ 
ent  could  not  bear  it,  is  not  analogous, 

D  Th§ 
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The  great  pain  in  this  cafe  may  have  arifen 
from  including  the  vas  deferens.  The  firm 
compadt  texture  of  this  veffel  muft  necefta- 
rily  make  all  preffbre  upon  it  very  painful. 

’'V  * 

But  when  the  nerve  is  tied  with  the  artery, 

» v  *  •  *4  *  -  -  ■ . T •  v 

the  only  pain  prod  need  is  at  theinftantof  draw¬ 
ing  the  thread.  It  fubfides  prefen tly,  and  is 
never  complained  of  afterwards.  In  caftra- 
tion  there  is  but  one  artery  to  be  fecured, 
and  the  facility  of  tying  it  without  the  nerve 
or  the  vas  deferens  ought,  always  to  induce 
us,  to  fpare  our  patient  the  pain  in  this  in- 
ftance. 

*  '*  -  #  -  ... 

In  the  fixth  chapter  which  is  intitled  on 

THE  REDUCTION  OF  THE  OS  BRACHII, 

when  dislocated,  the  circumftance  of 
pufhing  the  fcapula  backwards,  by  way  of 
counter-extenfion,  left  it  fhould  yield  to  the 
extenfion  of  the  arm,  is  mentioned,  as  a 
prad  ice,  firft  recommended  in  thefe  volumes  A 
This  is  the  more  furprizing,  as  the  pafiage 
here  quoted  from  Ambrofe  Pare  exprefsly 
mentions  this  counter-extenfion,  and  for 
the  very  fame  reafon,  ne  scapula  se- 

quatur. 
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QUATUR.  Yet  fo  defirous  is  the  OB¬ 
SERVER  of  maintaining  the  claim  he 
ufurps  to  the  introduction  of  this  practice, 
that  in  his  note  (p.  283)  he  endeavours  to 
fet  afide  this  plain  authority.  His  words 
are  “  Now,  by  this  one  would  imagine, 
“  that  he  meant  to  make  the  counter- 
“  extenfion  by  keeping  the  fcapula  back.” 
If  a  man  may  be  allowed  to  mean  what  he 

J 

poiitively  fays,  it  will  certainly  be  difficult 
to  undertand  this  paffage  in  any  other  fenfe. 
Difficult  however  as  it  is,  the  OBSERVER 
is  determined  to  attempt  it.  For  this  purpofe 
a  paffage  is  introduced  from  a  preceding 

*  f  ■  * 

chapter  of  Ambrofe  Pare,  in  which  he 
advifes  that  an  affiftant  ffiould  prefs  the 

«*  %  f"  ^ 

fcapula  downwards  j  summam  omopla- 
tam  deorsum  DEPRiMET.  From  hence 
the  OBSERVER  judicioufly  concludes, 
“  it  is  plain,  he  certainly  meant  to  prefs  the 

::e  fcapula  downwards. ”  I  agree  with  this 

|  |  . 

£onclufion ;  but  if  he  means  to  draw  an¬ 
other  from  it,  viz.  that  becaufe  Pare  re- 
1  ommends  puffing  the  fcapula  downwards 

D  2  in 
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In  one  inftance*  it  is  therefore  impoffible  he 
Ihould  have  directed  the  pufhing  of  it  back¬ 
wards  in  another  j  I  tnuft  beg  to  be  excufed 
giving  my  affent  to  fiich  a  propofition.  For* 
befides  that  the  author  in  the  two  paffages 
referred  to*  is  treating  of  different  luxati¬ 
ons*  it  is  to  be  obferved,  that  the  depreffion. 
and  retroaction  of  the  lcapula  are  very  con¬ 
fident  with  each  others  more  fo  than  pref¬ 
ling  the  fcapula  “  forward  and  downward/” 
which  our  OBSERVER  fpeaks  of  in  page 
28 l.  DireCl  preffure  upon  the  fcapula* 

j  .  . 

does  affid  the  intention  of  pufhing  it  back : 
when  the  fcapula  is  depreffed*  the  lower 
angle  will  in  feme  degree  be  thrown  back-- 
Wards. 

But  to  return  to  the  quotations.  I  do 
not  entertain  the  lead  doubt*  that  our  O  B- 

SERVER,  however  confined  he  looks  up- 

/■  ■  * 

on  the  jading  of  ether  profeflors  of  furgery 
to  be*  knows  that  the  works  of  honed 
Ambrofe  Pare  were  written  in  his  mother 
^tongue  ^  and  that  the  ktin  edition  is  no 
than  a  tranflation  of  him  by  GuiJ- 

l.euxeau,* 
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lemeau.  It  Teems  ftrange  that  our  OB¬ 
SERVER  (hould  chufe  to  quote  the  tranf- 
lation,  rather  than  the  original ;  and  it  will 
Teem  more  To  when  it  is  found,  that  at  firft 
fight,  a  fight  he  has  {hewn  himfelf  pretty 
apt  to  truft  to,  the  original  has-  the  appear¬ 
ance  of  being  more  favorable  to  his  argu¬ 
ment  than  the  tranflation  For,  in  the 
French  there  are  no  words  introduced,  an- 

«  *  *r  >  *  ■*.."%  .3  *• 

fwering  to  thefe,  ne  scapula  sequatur, 
which  are  added  by  Guillemeau.  The  paf- 
fage  in  French  is,  “  Mais  prernierement 
“  que  ce  faire,  il  faut  mettre  un  lien  pro- 
t€  pre  pour  tenir  la  jointure  fermement, 
**  (comme  celui  qui  eft  appelM  de  Galien, 
u  dans  fon  livre  des  articles,  Carchefien)  et 
4(  remplir  la  cavite  de  l’aiiTelle,  dun  pelo- 

, ,  c  ton 

*  That  the  reader  may  not  be  at  a  lofs  in  referring 
to  the  quotations,  it  is  neceflary  to  mention,  that  what 
as  called  the  fifteenth  book  in  the  Latin,  is  the  fixteenth 
in  the  original)  for,  the  introduction,., in  French,  is  tiled 
the  firft  book.  The  divifion  of  the  chapters  alfo  in  the 
book  on  luxations  is  different  after  the  twenty-third,  fo 
that  the  twenty-eighth  chapter  in  Latin  anfwers  to  the 
twenty- feventh  in  French. 


f 
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**  ton  de  fil,  ou  autre  chofe  femblahle,  et 

;*  ;  t  9 

-< ^  7  >  .«•  -  x 

$e  tirer  le  bras  par  deflfus  le  coude/'* 

But  though  Pare  does  not  himfelf  exprefs- 
ly  fay,  that  his  reafon  for  having  the  joint 
kept  firm,  was  to  prevent  the  fcapula 
from  yielding  to  the  extenfion  of  the 
arm ;  yet  he  could  not  poffibly  direcft  it 
for  any  other  purpofe.  If  securing  the 

PATIENT  FROM  MOVING  WAS  ALL  HE  IN- 

?v  •  r  *  "  •  ■  ,x 

tended,  as  the  OBSERVER  endea¬ 
vours  to  prove  (Note  p.  184)  from  a  third 
paflfage  $  that  might  as  well  have  been  done 
by  the  affiftant  holding  the  patient,  without 

-»  .  .  O  ■  if  X  1  ? 

any  regard  to  keeping  the  joint  firm. 
Therefore  Guillemeaffis  explanatory  addi¬ 
tion  ne  scapula  sequatur,  though 
not  improper,  appears  to  have  been  unne- 
ceffary,  as  the  fenfe  was  Sufficiently  clear 
without  it.  The  other  paffage  by  which 
the  OBSERVER  attempts  to  fhew  that 
Pare  intended  only  to  Secure  the  patient 
from  moving,  is  rather  the  reverfe  of  the 
former  ;  for  the  original  here  is  more  e^pli- 
<  cit 

9  Ambroife  Pare  Liv.  16.  Chap,  xxvij. 
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cit  than  the  tranflation,  and  would  perhaps 
have  put  the  matter  beyond  doubt  even  to 
the  OBSERVER  himfelf.  The  palfages 
fhall  be  quoted  in  both  languages  that  they 
may  be  compared. 

“  Quod  fi  inveterata  fit  luxatio,  et 
ft  manus  non  fatisfaciant,  asgri  humerum 
“  ad  palum  vinculo  ante  defcripto  ailigan- 
“  dum,  vel  miniftro  a  tergo  ftanti,  ut 
“  fideliter  contineatur,  mandandum/’* 

Our  OBSERVER’S  method,  I  prefume, 

......  '  .  ■  «. 

of  explaining  this  paflage,  is  founded  on  a 
fuppofition,  that  the  nominative  cafe  be¬ 
longing  to  the  verb  contineatur  is 
^ger,  and  thus  he  refers  to  the  patient 

'**  •  *  '  '  *9'  n'  h' 

what  is  faid  of  the  fhoulder.  The  original 
clears  this  point  beyond  a  pofiibility  of  dis¬ 
pute.  The  words  are  ;  “  Et  fi  par  ce  mo- 
“  yen  la  main  n’eft  fuffifante,  tu  attach- 
“  eras  l’epaule  du  malade  par  le  lien  qu’- 
“  avons  cy  deflus  figure,  contre  un  pilier,  ou 
“  fera  tenu  par  derriere  par  un  homms 
<ffort.”^ 

Here 

*  Lib.  15.  cap.  xxii,  f  Livre  16.  Chap.  xxii. 
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Here  the  words,  sera  tenu,  cannot  be 
referred  to  any  other  than,  epaule,  (boul¬ 
der,  and  afford  the  cleared  proof  imagin¬ 
able  of  the  point  in  q  uedion. 

But  we  need  not  go  fo  far  back  as  Ambrofe 
Pare,  to  fhew  that  the  OBSERVER  is 
not  the  fird  by  whom  this  practice  has  been 
advifed,  Mr.  Petit,  in  his  mod  excellent 
treatife  on  the  difeafes  of  the  bones,  is  fa 
very  explicit  on  this  head,  that,  in  order  to 
account  for  the  OBSERVER'S  having 
plumed  himfelf  upon  this  imaginary  difco- 
very,  I  am  reduced  to  a  very  difagreeable  di¬ 
lemma,  of  fuppcfing  either  that  he  has  not 
read  the  book  himfelf,  or  at  lead  imagines 
it  has  not  been  read  by  any  of  his  brethren, 
I  mud  however  do  him  the  judice  to  fay,  I 
am  much  more  inclined  to  the  latter  fuppo- 
fition,  for  which  I  (hall  give  my  reafons 
hereafter.  The  paflage  from  Petit,  is  as 
follows. 

“  I  cannot  here  avoid  taking  notice  of  a 
€€  defedt  common  to  all  the  methods  before 
u  mentioned,  in  which  there  is  no  precau- 

“  tion 


* 
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“  tion  taken  to  fix  the  fcapula  and  the  cla- 
“  vide.  It  is  thought  fufficient  to  fix  the 
“  body,  or  to  pufh  it  back  ;  fo  that  when 
“  the  arm  is  extended,  the  (boulder  follows, 
“  and  the  extenfion  is  partly  ineffectual.  It 
“js  evident  indeed,  in  order  to  keep  the 
“  luxated  bones  at  a  proper  diftance,  and  to 

t 

ce  place  the  head  of  the  bone  to  be  reduced 
“  on  a  level  with  the  focket  from  which  it 
“  has  been  thrown  out,  that  the  exten- 
<s  lions  and  counter-extenfions  fhould  be 
“  made  on  the  diflocated  bones  themfelves, 

t€  and  not  on  the  adjacent  bones,  as  we  have 

\  . 

“  more  than  once  obferved  before.  It  is 
“  certain  at  leaft,  whenever  the  bone  has 
“  been  reduced  without  taking  care  to  fix 

“  the  fhoulder,  that  the  extenfions  have 

*  * 

always  been  made  at  the  expence  of  the 

“  trapezius,  pedoralis  minor,  and  rhom- 

« 

boides  mufcles,  the  force  of  which  has, 
in  thefe  inflances,  been  fufficient  to  keep 
¥(  the  fcapula  back.  They  have  not  always 
r‘  the  fame  power ;  confequently  we  muff: 


“  not 
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“  not  truft  to  it,  and  the  experiment  is 
**  dangerous.”* 

Is  it  not  furprizing  that  an  eminent  fur- 
geon  fhould  venture  to  claim  the  merit  of 
an  obfervation  fo  clearly,  fo  explicitly  laid 

down 

Je  ne  puis  m’empecher  tie  relever  ici  undefaut  qu’- 
ont  toutes  les  methodes  raportees  ci-deffus,  et  dans  Ies- 
quelles  on  ne  prend  aucune  precaution  pour  retenir 
Fomoplate  et  la  clavicule.  On  fe  contente  de  retenir  oti 
de  repoufter  le  corps  ;  ce  qui  fait  que  Fepaule  fuit  le  bras 
quand  on  le  tire,  et  que  1’extenfion  eft  en  partie  infrucftu- 
eufe  ;  en  effet,  pour  eloigner  fuffifamment  les  os  luxes, 
et  pour  remettre  la  tete  que  l’on  veut  replacer,  au  ni- 
Veau  de  la  cavite  de  laquelle  elle  eft  fortie,  il  eft  evident, 
com  me  on  Fa  deja  dit  plus  d’une  fois,  qu’il  faut  que  les 
extenfions  et  contre-extenfions  fe  faftent  fur  les  os  memes 
luxes,  et  non  fur  les  os  voifins.  II  eft  eertain  du  moins, 
que  toutes  les  fois  qu’on  a  reuffi  a  reduire  le  bras,  fans  j 

prendre  la  precaution  de  retenir  Fepaule,  les  extenfions  j 

■ 

ont  ete  faites  aux  depens  des  mufcles  trapefe,  petit  i 

pectoral  et  romboide  qui  ont  eu  alors  la  force  de  retenir  | 

1 

Fomoplate ;  force  qu’ils  n’ont  point  toujours,  a  laquelle  I 
par  confequent  on  ne  doit  pas  fe  fier,  et  qu’il  eft  dange-  :i 
reux  de  mettre  a  Fepreuve.  * — Traite  des  maladies  ti 
des  os.  Tom.  i.  Chap.  vii.  p.  178,  179,  de  i’edition  v 
de  1751. 
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down  in  a  modern  writer  fo  well  known, 
and  of  fo  much  credit  as  Petit  ?  This  will 
appear  {fill  more  aftonifhing,  as  there  is  rea- 
fon  to  believe  from  the  whole  of  our  OB- 
SERVER’S  account,  that  he  himfelf  has  really- 
borrowed  the  obfervation  from  the  palTage  I 
have  juft  quoted.  In  page  282,  he  fays, 
“  Sure  nothing  can  be  clearer  than  this^  that 

t 

“  the  bone  with  the  cavity  to  receive,  and 
<€  the  head  of  bone  to  be  received,  muft 
“  be  feparated  fufficiently  before  the  reduc- 
“  tion  can  be  effected.”  This  has  much 
the  appearance  of  a  difguifed  tranfla.tion 
of  that  part  in  the  paffage  quoted  from 
Petit,  which  fays,  “  pour  eloigner  fuffifam- 
“  ment  les  os  luxes,  et  pour  remettre  la 
“  tete  au  niveau  de  la  cavite  de  laquelle  elle 

“  eft  fortie,  &c.” 

*  / 

Hitherto  we  have  found  the  OBSER¬ 
VER  publicly  arrogating  to  himfelf  difco- 
veries,  which,  to  ufe  his  own  phrafe,  were 
made  long  before  he  was  born  :  we  {hall 
now  find  him,  with  the  fame  partiality  to 
his  own  merits,  tacitly  taking  to  himfelf 

E  2  ‘  what 


what  does  not  belong  to  him  ;  by  giving  a 
detail  of  his  ov/n  practice  in  a  particular 
cafe,  without  once  mentioning  the  perfon,  to 
whom  he,  and  the  whole  faculty,  are  indebted 
for  the  knowledge  of  that  practice. 

The  inftan’ce  alluded  to,  is  in  page  io  of 
the  fecond  volume.  <f  Where  the  fkull  has 
been  laid  bare,  with  a  {harp-cutting  in- 
ftrument,  &c.  I  have  not  waited  for  an  ex- 
foliation,  but  have  pun&ured  the  cranium 
in  feveral  places  where  the  bone  was  denu~ 
dated,  upon  which  the  granulations  have 
6S  fprung  up  through  the  bone,  and  by 
**  uniting  with  thofe  from  the  edge  of  the 
wound,  have  covered  it  entirely,  and  healed 
**  without  exfoliation.”  Although  this  paffi 
fage  is  fo  ungrammatical,  that  it  is  difficult 
to  conceive,  even  according  to  our  GB~ 
SERVER’S  fyntax,  whether  the  granu- 

XATIONS,  the  BONE, or  the  WOUND, HE  ALED 

without  exfoliation;  yet  I  prefume 
it  is  to  be  underftood,  that,  it  is  the 
OBSERVER’S  practice  to  perforate  the 
hoae  in  order  to  prevent  exfoliation.  Now, 
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as  therfe  is  a  writer,  and  as  far  as  I  can  re¬ 
collect  only  one,  who  advifes  perforating  the 
cranium  for  this  purpofe,  one  fhould  ima¬ 
gine  any  man  who  writes  on  the  fubjeCf, 
would  have  confidered  himfelf  as  obliged  to 
refer  to  him  on  this  occafion  :  more  efpeci- 
ally,  as  the  perforation  of  the  cranium  is 
recommended  by  other  writers,  with  a  con¬ 
trary  intention,  viz.  not  to  prevent,  but 
haften  exfoliation.  The  author  I  have  al¬ 
luded  to,  is  Bellofte,  who  in  the  twelfth 
chapter  of  his  hofpital  furgeon  exprefsly 
propofes  this  practice.  His  words  are ;  “  If 
“  the  bone  is  laid  bare,  to  a  coniiderable  ex- 
“  tent,  with  lofs  of  fubftance,  the  wound,  on 
**  account  of  its  fize,  will  be  a  long  time  in 
“  healing;  fo  that  whatever  care  may  be 
**  taken,  it  is  very  difficult  to  prevent  the 
“  bone  from  corrupting  and  becoming  ca- 
*c  rious,  either  by  the  repetition  of  dreffings, 
«  or  by  the  matter  conflantly  lying  upon  it. 
To  avoid  this  inconvenience,  it  is  necef- 
**  fary  to  pierce  the  cranium  very  early, 
^  at  the  first  dressings,  in  feveral 
I  places,, 


4 
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€‘  places,  with  the  perforator  of  the  trepan 
“  by  this  method  a  way  is  made  for  the 
t€  difcharge  of  a  medullary  glutinous  juice  ; 
<€  which  becoming  firm,  fills  up  the  bone 
“  in  a  Abort  time,  and  reftores  all  it  had  loft 
<c  by  the  perforation,  and  by  the  blow 
“  which  occafioned  the  wounds 

We  have  feen  with  what  facility  the  OB¬ 
SERVER  deprives  dead  men  of  their  pro- 

■+  __ 

perty,  and  transfers  it  either  openly  or 

clandeftinely 

*  Si  Yds  eft  a  nud  dans  une  etendue  confiderable, 
avec  deperdition  de  fubftance,  la  playe  par  fa  gran¬ 
deur  ne  pouvant  fe  reunir  qu’a  la  longue,  il  eft  t res 
malaife  d’empecher  quelques  precautions  qu’on  prenne, 
que  1’os,  ou  par  la  reiteration  des  panfemens,  ou  par 
Fecoulement  et  le  fejour  des  matieres,  ne  s’altere  et 
ne  fe  carie*  Pour  eviter  done  cet  accident  il  faut  de 
bonne  heure,  et  dans  les  premiers  appareils  percer 
Fos  en  plufieurs  endroits,  avec  le  pyramide,  ou  per¬ 
forate  du  trepan.  Par  ce  moyen  on  donne  paftage 

a 

a  un  fuc  moelleux  et  colleux,  qui  en  fe  figeant  le 
rebouche  en  peu  de  terns,  et  lui  reftitue  tout  ce 
cpi’il  a  perdu  par  cette  operation,  et  par  le  coup 
qui  a  fait  la  playe.— Bellofte  Chirurgien  d*  Hopitalj, 
Oxapitre,,  T2.  p,  62 .  Edition  de  1707* 


(  3i  ) 

clandeftinely  to  his  own  account.  Wc 
/hall  now  produce  an  inftance,  in  which 
he  endeavours  to  make  them  amends,  by 
bellowing  on  them  the  property  he  has 
purloined  from  the  living. 

RAPTI  LARGITOR! 

The  policy  is  good ;  a  dead  man  is  not 
likely  to  inquire  after  his  ftolen  goods. 
They  may  be  depofited  with  fafety  in  one's 
own  houfe.  The  living  muft  be  treated 
with  more  caution.  They  muft  be  robbed 
too,  but  the  fpoils  muft  not  be  immedi¬ 
ately  carried  home,  for  fear  of  a  difco- 
very. 

“  Mr.  Hewfon,  fays  our  OBSERVER, 
“  fhewed  me  a  paper  on  the  emphyfema 
“  from  a  fradtured  rib,  which  he  told  me, 
€S  he  intended  to  lay  before  the  royal  foci- 
“  ety.  After  I  had  read  it,  I  told  him 
“  that  I  had  always  explained  the  cafe  in 
“  my  ledlures,  as  above  related,  and  had 
“  pointed  out  the  incifion  as  the  only  me- 
“  thod  of  relief.  He  told  me  he  was  ex- 
iC  tremely  happy  that  thofe  were  my  fen- 
“  timents.  “  Though 
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“  Though  I  fhould  have  been  forry  to 
“  have  prevented  Mr.  Hewfon’s  making 
himfelf  known  to  the  fociety,  by  a  remark 
€t  which  he  thought  new,  and  which  I 
“  dare  fay  is  fo  to  many  others  even  at 
€t  this  time,  and  confequently  may  be  of 

4 

“  fervice  to  the  public  ;  yet,  I  cannot  but 
“  fay,  I  am  not  a  little  furprized,  as  will 
**  be  every  profefibr  of  furgery  who  has 
t(  read  at  all,  to  find  that  two  gentlemen, 

€€  eminent  as  teachers  of  anatomy,  fhould 
€e  enter  into  a  paper  war  about  a  difcovery 
t€  that  was  made  long  before  they  were 
born.  And,  I  own,  though  I  always  j 
€C  taught  the  above  method  of  relieving 
“  patients  labouring  under  fuch  circum*  i 
“  fiances,  yet  I  never  looked  on  it,  either  ! 
“  as  new,  or  meritorious  in  me  to  relate  it,  , 
as  what  I  delivered  was  from  reading  of  1 
€<  Pare/*  &c. 

Here  our  OBSERVER  once  more  intro-  * 

I 

duces  his  old  friend  Ambrofe  Pare,  whom  i 
he  is  fo  fond  of  quoting  in  the  language  he  | 
did  not  write,  and  which  he  is  even  faid  f 

not  f 
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not  to  have  underftood.  Pare  indeed,  though 
no  fcholar,  was  a  man  of  very  eminent  abi¬ 
lities,  and  deferves  better  treatment  than  he 
has  met  with  in  thefe  volumes.  In  the 
firft,  we  have  feen,  that  he  was  not  al¬ 
lowed  to  fay,  what  he  did  pofitively  affert ; 

i 

in  this,  it  is  refolved,  he  fhall  pofitively 
afiert  what  he  never  faid.  The  paflfage  re¬ 
ferred  to  ftands  thus. 

“  Quia  haec  membranam  coftalem  pun* 
“  git,  infiammationem  excitat,  in  empye- 
“  ma  facile  defituram*.” 

Anxious  as  our  OBSERVER  appears, 
to  take  from  Mr.  Hewfon  the  honor  of  this 
difcovery,  I  am  furprized  that  one  obvious 
expedient  efcaped  his  penetration.  He 
had  nothing  to  do  but  to  fuggefi*,  that 
Jem p ye M A  is  a  falfe  reading  for  emphy¬ 
sema,  and  the  bufinefs  was  done*  For 
want  of  this  convenient  emendation,  the 

F  OB- 

*  Pareillement,  la  fraclure  qui  eft  au  dehors,  eft 
irop  plus  aifee  a  guarir,  que  celle  du  dedans,  a  caufe 
ipi’elle  picque  la  pleuie,  excite  inflammation,  et  fou~ 
(,ent  empyeme — Pare  Livre  xv.  Chap.  xi. 

! 
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OBSERVER  is  reduced  to  the  neceffity  : 
of  owning,  that  “  in  the  fame  chapter, 
“  though  he,  (Pare)  does  not  mention  the 
emphyfema,  yet  he  clearly  fets  forth  j 
“  the  fymptoms,  that  make  an  opening  in- 
“  to  the  cavity  neceffary,  viz.  the  difficulty  j 
of  breathing,  and  fpitting  of  blood. 

It  is  plain  enough  that  Pare  here  particu¬ 
larizes  fymptoms  which  indicate  the  necef-  j 
fity  of  an  incifion  being  fometimes  made 
after  a  rib  has  been  fractured.  But  for  j 
what  purpofe  does  he  recommend  this  inci- 

lion  ?  i| 

...  -  (  y/  4  ♦  S-1  *  •  '  .  k 

■f  Mais  auflifi  nous  fommes  con  train  ts  par  une  grande 
neceffite,  a  caufe  que  la  membrane  qui  couvre  les  coftes, 
et  les  nerfs  qui  accompagnent  les  veines  et  arteres,  qui 
font  fous  chacune  code,  font  grandement  prefiez  etpic- 
quez,  enforte  que  le  malade  fent  une  extreme  douleur, 
et  ne  pent  qu’avec  bien  grande  peine  refpirer,  et  aulK 
qu’  il  crache  du  fang,  ettoufte,  et  eft  febricitant :  Alors, 
pour  obvier  a  la  mort,  il  faut  faire  incifion,  et  decou- 
vrir  une  portion  de  la  cofte  fra&uree;  puis  avec  un 
crochet  efiever  les  efclats  de  l’os  qui  picquent,  et  les 
faire  fortir  dehors  en  les  coupant,  ou  autrement. — Pare 


lieu  ci-devant  cite. 
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lion  ?  Not  to  get  rid  of  an  emphyfema,  for 
neither  the  fymptom  itfelf,  nor  even  a 

«  1  o  > 

pundture  of  the  lungs  by  the  points  of  the 
fradtured  rib,  which  in  this  inftance,  is 

the  caufe  of  that  fymptom,  are  mentioned 

/  # 

by  him.  His  intention  in  advifing  an  in- 
cifion  on  the  fradtured  part  of  the  rib,  is, 
to  extradt  the  fragments,  which  might 
irritate  the  pleura,  as  appears  by  the  paf- 
fage  quoted  above.  Such  an  operation, 
fuppofing  the  pleura  not  perforated  by  the 
bone  (for  this  perforation  is  not  fpecified 
by  Pare,)  only  pricked  or  irritated,  might 
be  performed  without  opening  the  cavity. 
But  let  it  be  admitted  for  an  inftant,  that 
Pare  had  really  advifed  an  opening  into  the 
cheft  in  this  cafe  of  a  fradtured  rib ;  wc  (hall 
find  this  pradtice  recommended  by  other 
writers ;  even  by  Heifter  himfelf,  which  is 
ftill  more  to  our  prefent  purpofe ;  “  for  from 
“  what  Heifter  has  faid  on  the  emphyfema, 
“  our  OBSERVER  is  clear  he  did  not 
“  know  the  caufe  of  it.”  Sec  p.  97,Vol.  2. 

F  2  The 
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The  following  is  the  paflage  from  Heifter.* 
ff  If  the  parts  are  wounded,  it  oecafions  a 
fe  very  profufe  haemorrhage  very  difficult  to 
f‘  flop ;  and  if  the  blood  fhould  run  into  the 
thorax,  it  can  fcarce  be  difcharged  from 
thence,  but  by  the  paracente^ls,5,  &c*  &c« 
And  a  little  after,  Heifler  fays,  u  If  any 
fharp  pieces  of  the  ribs  fhould  pierce  the 
pleura,  it  will  occafionmoft  violent  pains, 
f*  and  difficulty  of  breathing,  cough,  fpjt- 
ting  of  blood,  inflammation,  fever/1  &c* 
&c,  therefore  “  it  will  be  proper  to  open 
<c  the  fkin,  and  extract  the  fragments 
V  which  flick  in  the  flefh,”  &c. 

The  next  author  mentioned  to  prove  that 
the  paracentefis  of  the  thorax,  for  the  em- 

phyfema 

*  Si  yulaus  adeit,  ingens  fubinde  fanguinis  pro- 

* 

fpfio  oritur,  difficjllime  compefcend^  ;  et  fi  fanguis  in 
pedtus  effunciitur,  vix  nifi  ap.ertura,  quam  Paracente-0 

fim  vocant,  educi  potefL-— -Heifter.  Inllit*  Chirurg, 

/ 

Par.  I.  Lib.  II.  Gap.  17.  p.  138. 

f  Quod  fragmenta  quaedam  acuta  pleuram  per- 
ruperunt,  grayiffimofque  dolores,  fpirandi  difEcuIfca- 

fffP)  tuilim,  fanguinis  per  os  profufionenK  febres,  ma~ 

*  *■  *  '  ‘  *  .*  *  *  ■ 
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phyfema  after  a  fractured  rib,  was  not  firlt 
propofed  by  Mr.  Hewfon,  is  Van  Swieten* 
The  pafiage  is  not  quoted,  but  the  reader  is 
referred  to  it.  I  have  carefully  and  repeat¬ 
edly  examined  this  aphorifm  of  Boerhaave, 
and  the  Baron's  commentaries  upon  it,  and 
fo  far  am  I  from  finding  the  perforation  of 
the  thorax  propofed  in  the  inftance  al- 
ledged,  that  I  proteft,  I  cannot  even  find  that 
operation  mentioned,  for  any  purpofewhat^ 
ever,  throughout  the  whole  of  that  fedtion. 
The  aphorifm  treats  of  the  figns  by  which 
we  may  diftinguifh  when  a  wound  has  pe¬ 
netrated  the  cavity  of  the  chefi:.  Among 
thefe  diagnoftics  the  emphyfema  is  reck¬ 
oned,  and  two  cafes  are  referred  to  from  the 
Academy  of  Sciences  at  Paris,  the  firft,  of 
a  mortal  emphyfema  from  a  wound  pene¬ 
trating  the  thorax,  and  injuring  the  lungs ; 

the 


laque  id  genus  alia  concitarunt,  cutis  protinus  contra 
jncidj,  ipfaque  fragmenta  in  carpe  haerefcentia,  adigitis^ 
volfella,  hamulis  vel  quavis  demum  alia  ratione  extrahi 
debent.T-Heifter,  Inflit.  Chirurg,  Par.  I.  Lib.  IXf 

c?p*  ip 
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the  fecond,  of  an  emphyfema  equally  fatal,  from 
fradtured  ribs  without  any  external  wound. 

In  the  commentary  upon  that  part  of  the 
aphorifm  which  mentions  the  emphyfema, 
the  only  part  that  has  any  thing  to  do  with 
our  fubjedl,  Van  Swieten,  after  explaining 
in  what  manner  air  is  infinuated  into  the  cel¬ 
lular  membrane  from  wounds  penetrating 
the  thorax,  or  injuring  the  lungs,  proceeds 
to  give  an  account  of  a  remarkable  cafe 
from  Ambrofe  Pare.  This  was  a  wound  of 
the  trachea  from  which  the  air  infinuated 

*  •  -*■  .  V  p 

itfelf  into  the  cellular  membrane  all  over  the 
body,  and  the  face  became  fo  fwoln,  that 
there  were  hardly  any  veftiges  left  of  the 

IT' 

mofe  and  eyes.  The  patient  being  given 
over,  this  moft  excellent  furgeon  faved  him 
from  the  jaws  of  death,  by  making  deep  fca- 
rifications  in  feveral  places,  and  opening  a 
way  for  the  difeharge  of  the  air.  The  com¬ 
mentator  then  proceeds  to  give  a  detail  of 
the  cafes  referred  to  in  the  aphorifm,  and 
mentions  the  appearances  after  the  death  of 

t  ..  ■(:  fc  *  •  .  >  •  i 

the  patient  in  the  laft  cafe.  Here  one  might 

rcafonably 
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reafonably  expedt  the  .paracentefis  of  the 
thorax  to  be  propofed,  if  the  Baron  had 
thought  of  it.  But  there  is  certainly  no 
mention  of  this  circumftance,  unlefs  we  are 
to  confiderin  that  light,  thefe  words,  aper- 
to  vero  thor ace,  the  thorax  being 
opened,  that  is,  after  death.  The  commen¬ 
tary  concludes  with  obferving,  c  it  is  evident 
from  what  has  been  faid,  that  an  emphyfe- 
ma  will  frequently  happen  from  wounds 
penetrating  the  thorax/  &c.  I  (hall  fub- 
join  the  whole  of  the  aphorifm,  together 
with  that  part  of  the  commentary  which 
expatiates  on  the  emphyfema,  that  the 
public  and  the  OBSERVER  may  judge 
how  fairly  this  matter  has  been  Rated.* 

.  j  v  L  *  •  -  •  *  V-*,  * 

It 


*  In  cava  pe&oris  adire  fcimus  (scilicet  vulnus) 

I.  Confiderata  caufa  cum  amplitudinevulneris.  z.  Spe- 
I  « 

cillo  corpori,  in  fitum  vulnerandi  repofito,  applicato. 

3.  Aeris  in  pulmonem  infpiratu  forti,  dum  claufum 

vulnus,  mox  naribus  et  ore  claufis  nixu  exfpirantis 

+  '  4 

edito,  tumque  detedlo  fubito  vulnere,  exfpiratione,  et 

I  i*  •  9 

fiepe  fono  ejus  agitati  in  cavo  pedtoris,  4.  Injectione. 

5.  Emphy- 
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It  appears  then,  that  neither  Pare*  nor 
the  more  enlightened  author  of  the  com¬ 
mentaries,  have  recommended  the  perfora¬ 
tion 

5.  Emphyfemate.  Quando  aer  thoracis  cavo  contentus; 
pertufi  pulmonis  adtione  aftidue  audhis ;  calefadfus; 
rarefeens;  preflus  infpiratu;  cxire  impeditus  libere  ex 
vulnere ;  in  labiis  vulneris  adfus  per  membranam  cellu- 
lofam ;  audhis,  facit,  ut  faepe  totus  homo,  hinc  inde 
ad  11.  pollices  tumore  pellucido,  levi  tumeat;  foils 
plantis  pedum,  manuumque  volis  exceptis.  Acad.  reg. 
feient.  1713,  Hift.  p  15,  18.  Item,  4.  14.  &  1x9, 
120,  ubi  emphyfema  lethale  a  coftis  fradtis  illaefa  cute. 

6.  Cruoris  fpumofi  exitu. — Boerhavii  Aphorifmus  300. 
Vol.  1.  Commentariorum— p.  496. 

7  T  * 

Commentarium 

5.  In  §.  244.  de  mirabili  hoc  fymptomate,  (scilicet 
Emphysemate)  didlum  fuit,  quatenus  vulnera  capitis 
aliquando  fequatur.  Longe  tamen,  frequentius  pedto- 
j*is  vulnera,  in  cavum  penetrantia,  hoc  malum  fequitur, 
et  tunc  brevi  fatis  temporis  fpatio  per  totum  corpus  mi- 
rus  talis  tumor  difpergi  poterit.  Dum  enim  per  vulnera 
ingreflus  fuit  aer  in  thoracis  cava,  et  orificium  externum 
per  emplaftra  tenacia,  vel  pinguedinem,  claufum  eft, 
calore  loci  rarefadlus  aer  viam  fisepe  fibi  facit  per  panni- 
culum  adipofum.  Imprimis  autem  maximi  tales  tumo- 
res  oriuntur,  ft  pulmonis  vafa  aerea,  per  vulnus  laefa, 
ijufpiratum  aerem  in  pedloris  cava  depofuerunt^  tunc 


enim 
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tion  of  the  thorlx  to  difcharge  air  contained 
In  the  cavity;  and  therefore,  if  the  OB¬ 
SERVER,  when  delivering  his  fentiments 

on 


enim  omni  momento  augetUr  malum.  Mirabilem  ca- 
fum  habet  Parasus,  qui  hue  referri  poteft,  quern  jam 
memoravi  in  commentariis  §.  249.  Ubi  conftitit,  a f- 
pera  arteria  lasfa  in  collo,  aerem  per  vulnus  hujus  elap- 
fum,  fe  infinualTe  in  panniculum  adipofum,  et  miro 
modo  fic  intumuifle  faciem,  ut  nafus  et  oculi  penitus 
difparerent  quafi.  Cumque  vulneratus  jam  pro  dere- 
li&o  haberetur,  peritiflimus  chirurgus  profundis  fcarifi- 
cationibus  hinc  inde  fadtis,  ingreflo  panniculum  adipo- 
lum  aeri  viam  fecit,  et  ex  ipfis  orci  faucibus  vulneratum 
eripuit.  Mirabile  emphyfema,  poll  vulnus  thoracis  pe¬ 
netrans,  et  pulmonis  fubftantiam  laedens,  habetur  ixr 
ACTis  parisinis.  Homini  triginta  annorum,  fangui- 
neae  temperiei,  et  valdecarnofi  habitus,  infligebatur  vul¬ 
nus  in  pedloris  cavum  penetrans,  a  quo  quinta  die  pe- 
riit.  Ante  mortem  totum  corpus  miro  tumebat  emphy- 
femate,  6xceptis  plantis  pedum  et  voiis  manuum,  et  ca¬ 
pitis  vertice.  In  pedlore  tumor  ille  undecim  pollices 
craffus  erat,  in  ventre  novem,  in  collo  fex,  in  reliqua 
autem  corporis  fuperlicie,  quatuor  pollices  aequabat. 
Oculi  in  cadavere  pro  parte  extra  orbitas  eminebant, 
aerismagna  copia  difbenti  in  tunica  cellulofa.  Rariffimus 
alter  cafus  obfervatus  fuit,  ubi  Integra  cute  cofHs  fradtis 

G  emphyfemsi 
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on  this  point,  only  taught  what  he  had 
gathered  from  reading  of  Pare',  as  he 
himfelf  tells  us*  it  is  impoffible  he  fhould 

have 

•  v  ;  •  '  'wM 

i 

/  %  ,,,  -  ’■  '  -V  >  f 

emphyfema  lethale  ortum  fuit.  Homini  fexaginta  an- 
norum,  carpenti  rotis  fuper  pedlu-s  tranfeuntibus,  quarts 
et  quinta  coda  vera  lateris  finiftrr,  in  medio  fracta  erant: 
paulo  pofl  in  locoaffecto  tumor  notabilis  apparuit  ab  aere 
ingreflo  panniculum  adipofum ;  qui  auotidie  una  cum 
djfficultate  refpirationis  increfcebat,  donee  quarta  die 
poft  hoc  infortunium  moriretur  homo.  In  cadavere  pa- 
tuit,  emphyfema  totam  corporis  fuperficiem  occupafle, 
exceptis  plantis  pedum  et  manuum  volis.  DifcifTa  cute 
et  reliquis  integumentis,  quae  incumbebant  coftis  fradtiss 
in  mufeulis  intercoftalibus  parva  et  vix  perceptibilis 
apertura  invents  fuit,  line  ulla  ecchymofi ;  aperto 
vsro  thorace,  membranae  externae  pulmonem  invefti-; 
entis  exigua  particula,  lacerata  apparebat,  quae  partin'! 
acihuc  coherebat  pulmoni,  partim  affixa  erat  coftal 
fradlae,  nihil  autem  fang u inis  extravafati  in  pedtori: 
cavo  inveniebatur. 

Ex  quibus  omnibus  fatis  patet,  emphyfema  pedtori  > 
vulnera  faepiffime  fequi  imprimis  fi  vulnus  aerem  quip 
dem  admHerst  in  pedtoris  cavum,  fed  interim  quacunqut; 

_  v  ; 

de  caufa  iimpediatur  liber  exitus  aeris  ingreffi.  ex  vulnerisjr 
©rificio.  Omnium  autem  maximos  tales  tumores  fie:l 
docent  hiss  obfervata,  fi  fimul  pulmo  liefus  aerem  infpi.i 


rattiu : 
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have  taught  that  practice.  The  following 
paragraph,  page  97,  feems  intended  to  evade 
this  obfervation.  “  Difficulty  of  breathing, 
“  with  fpitting  of  blood,  confequent  to  a 
€t  fradture  of  the  ribs,  Pare  tells  us,  re- 
ef  quire  an  incifion  to  be  made  into  the  ca- 
tc  vity  of  the  thorax,  the  additional  fymp- 
li  tom  of  emphyfema  confirming  the  lungs 
€€  being  wounded,  certainly  cannot  render 
“  the  opening  lefs  neceffary.” 

Waving  the  confideration  of  .what  has 
been  already  ffiewn :  that  Pare’s  advice  in 
this  cafe,  extends  no  farther  than  an  inci¬ 
fion  through  the  fkin,  to  extradl  the  loofe 
fragments  of  the  rib,  not  to  perforate  the' 
cavity,  I  fhall  prove,  that  even  in  the  OB- 

G  2  SER- 

ratum  in  pectoris  cavum  dimiferit;  praecipue  fi  fimul 

»  # 

non  adfit  magna  haemorrhagia ;  tunc  enim  fanguis  in 
cavum  thoracis  delapfus  illudque  replens,  impedit,  nc 
tanta  copia  aeris  in  pe£oris  cavo  accumuletur,  quae  toti 
corpori  inflando  fufficeret.  Simulque  apparet  evidens 
ratio,  quare,  fi  vulnus  thoracis  fubito  fequatur  tale  em¬ 
phyfema,  merito  concludatur,  illud  penetrafle  in  pec¬ 
toris  cavum.— -Van  Swieten  Comment,  in  Herm*  Boer- 

h^ay,  Aphorifm,  p.  497,  498. 

<*  ■  >  * 
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SERVERS  acceptation  of  his  meaning? 
the  conclufion  is  not  fair.  For,  the  que- 
ftion  is  not,  whether  the  operation  is  as  ne- 
ceffary  in  collections  of  air,  as  it  has  been 
laid  to  be  in  extrapolations  of  blood,  or  accur 
initiations  of  any  other  fluid  in  the  cavity  j 
but,  whether  any  perfon  before  Mr.  Hewfon 
ever  recommended  the  operation  in  this  in- 
fiance,  as  many  have  done  in  all  the  other 
inftances  alledged.  The  fame  operation  may 
be  equally  ufeful  in  feveral  inftances.;  but, 
it  does  not  therefore  follow,  that  a  man  has 
.thought  of  applying  it  to  every  poflible  cafe. 


It  would  be  inexcufable  in  us,  to  conclude 

this  fuhj eft,  without  taking  notice  of  the 

/  , 

kind  condefcenfion,  \yith  which,  our  OB¬ 


SERVER  has  extended  his  protection  to 
Mr.  Hewfon  upon  this  occaflon.  In  the 

'  h  ' 

pafiage  above  quoted  he  fays,  “  Though  I 
■ 6  ihould  have  been  forry  to  have  prevented 
Mr.  Hewfojfs  making  himfelf  known  t,o 


f(  the  fociety  by  a  remark  which  he  thought 

ff  new?  &c.  yet  I  am  not  a  little  furprized, 

* 

ff  as  will  be  every  profeflor  of  furgery  who 

*  T  *  v*  . 

“  has 

f  U’^  vi 
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4‘  has  read  at  all,  to  find  that  two  gentle- 
“  men,  eminent  as  teachers  of  anatomy, 
u  fhould  enter  into  a  paper  war,  about  a  dif- 
4i  covery  that  was  made  long  before  they 
44  were  born.” 

Mr.  Hewfon  is  certainly  greatly  obliged 
to  the  OBSERVER,  for  the  diftinguifhed 
mark  of  difinterefted  friendfhip  here  fhewft 
him.  Such  a  method  of  making  himfelf 
known  to  the  Royal  Society,  muft  infallibly 
redound  much  to  his  honour  and  credit.  It 
is  furely  an  uncommon  (train  of  delicacy  to 
abftain  from  acquainting  a  friend  that  he  is 
miftaken  in  a  favorite  idea,  for  fear  of  (hock¬ 
ing  him,  or  prejudicing  him  in  his  purfuit 
of  fame ;  and  a  (hort  time  afterwards,  to  tell 
him  in  print,  that  if  he  had  ever  looked 
into  a  book,  (I  beg  pardon,  I  fhould  ufe 
the  right  phrafe)  if  he  had  read  at 
all,  he  never  could  have  entertained  fo 

abfurd  an  imagination.  The  council  of  the 

*  *  ■  • 

Royal  Society  muft  alfo  be  infinitely  obliged 

*  *  • 

to  this  gentleman,  for  fuppofing  that  they 
would  publifh  as  a  new  difcovery,  what  had 

been 
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been  advanced  so  long  ago,  and  by  fuch 
well  known  writers,  as  Pare  and  Van 
Swieten. 

But,  “  what  they  have  faid  on  the  fub-r 
*' ‘  jed,”  fays  our  OBSERVER  with  his 
ufual  modefty,  (p.  98.)  44  may  not  be  known 
44  to  every  profefior  of  forgery.”  He  then 
proceeds  thus;  44  Confequently,  thofe  who 

i-  •  A  .  /  «  * 

“  were  not  before  acquainted  with  this  me- 
44  thod  of  relieving  under  fuch  dangerous 
“  circumftances,  will  be  fenfible  of  the  ob- 
**  ligation  they,  as  well  as  their  patients,  ar# 
44  under  to  thofe  who  have  pointed  out  the  1 

v,  s  i 

**  way  1  for,  in  fad,  my  fentiments  on  thei 
44  fubjed  were  not  fo  public  as  I  intended ; 
44  them ;  but,  as  I  was  prevented  from  pub- 1 
44  lifoing  thefe  papers  till  now,  I  cannot: 
**  blame  either  of  thofe  gentlemen  (even  hadi 
they  known  the  thought  to  be  mine)  from  i 
44  having  made  an  earlier  publication,  if  they; 
44  fyrnpathized  with  me  in  their  wifoes ;  fori 
44  which  reafon,  I  hope,  I  have  not  let  any:i 
44  thing  drop  from  my  pen  that  $an  appear; 
-  malevolent  or  reproachful/-  [ 

f  I  amii 
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I  am  under  the  neceffity  of  tranfcribing  the 
whole  of  this  clear  paragraph,  in  order  to 
fet  it  fairly  before  the  reader.  After  having 
taken  the  difcovery  in  queftion  from  Mr. 
Hewfon,  and  given  it  to  Pare  and  Van 

f  r 

Swieten,  the  OBSERVER  exprefies  him- 

felf  in  this  place,  as  if  he  was  ftill  delirou$ 

/  .  •  *  * 

of  having  it  thought  to  be  his  own  ;  for,  the 
laft  impreffion  left  upon  the  reader’s  mind  is 

,  .  ^  —  t  ■ 

to  this  effect.  In  what  other  light  can  we 
conlider  thefe  expreffions,  “  my  fentiments 
(<  on  the  fubjeft,  &c.  or  even  had  they 

“  known  the  thought  to  be  mine  ?” - To 

whom  then  at  laft  are  we  to  impute  the 
difcovery  ?  It  is  Pare’s,  it  is  Van  Swie- 
ten’s,  and  now  it  is  the  OBSERVER’S 

i 

own  !  I  am  weary  of  hunting  him  through 
thefe  jflight-of-hand  arguments. 

What  can  be  the  meaning  of  his  faying, 
“  if  they  fympathized  with  me  in  their 
u  wifhes,”  and,  “  for  which  reafon  I  hope 
“  I  have  not  let  dropt  any  thing  from  my 
“  pen  that  can  appear  malevolent  or  re- 
ic  pro.achful  ?”  What  reafon?  Why!  thereare 

two; 
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two  ;  and  curious  ones  they  are  :  each  of 
them  equally  unintelligible ;  the  reader  may 
chufe  which  he  pleafes.  The  O  B  S  E  RV  ER 
“  hopes  that  he  has  not  let  drop  any  thing 
“  malevolent  from  his  pen,”  either  becaufe 
“  he  cannot  blame  the  gentlemen  from 
**  having  made  a  publication,”  previous  to 
him;  or,  becaufe  “  they  fympathize  with, 
him  in  their  wishes.” 

We  fhall  next  proceed  to  the  OBSER¬ 
VER’S  account  of  lithotomy. 

It  is  furprizing  that  in  the  detail  of  this 
operation,  no  notice  fhould  be  taken  of  an 
inftrument,  called  the  cutting  gorget,  the 
invention  of  which  is  attributed  to  Mr.  : 
Cefar  Hawkins.  This  inftruinent  is  now  * 

-  .  >  '  *  .  .  ...  :  I 

adopted  by  almofl:  every  furgeon  in  England,  j 
who  performs  the  operation  of  lithotomy,  j 
The  facility  it  has  given  to  Mr.  Chefelden’s  i 

excellent  method,  and  the  great  fuccefs  I 

I 

which  has  attended  the  ufe  of  it,  ought  to  ;; 
have  induced  the  OBSERVER  at  lead:  to  # 
have  mentioned  it ;  and  to  have  given  good  c 

reafons  for  eftabliihing  the  fuperiority  of  his  ji 

own:p 
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ewn  gorget.  Let  us  examine  the  difference 
between  thefe  two  inftruments,  and  endea¬ 
vour  to  point  out  on  which  fide  the  advan¬ 
tage  lies. 

“  The  common  gorgeret/,  we  are  told, 
page  243,  “  if  it  does  not  cut  on  its  edge, 

«  •  { ,/  a 

4C  and  the  membranous  part  of  the  urethra 
16  only  be  opened,  will  probably  force  off  the 
“  proftate  gland  and  neck  of  the  bladder, 
<c  from  its  continuation  with  the  urethra/' 
&c. 

This  objedion  from  the  OBSERVER’S 
own  tacit  confefiion  in  the  above  paragraph, 
does  not  affed  the  cutting  gorget ;  fo  that  in 
this  particular  he  does  not  maintain,  that  the 
double  gorget  has  any  fuperiority  over  that 
inflrument. 

Another  advantage  attributed  to  the  dour 
ble  gorget  is,  that,  “  the  lower  part  of  the 
"  gorgeret  will  defend  the  intefiine  and  ve- 
**  ficulae  feminales  from  being  wounded/' 

Here  again  the  double  gorget  has  no  pre¬ 
ference  to  Mr.  Hawkins’s  ;  for,  the  cutting 
gorget  being  a  perpendicular  fedion  of  ahol- 

H  lo\y 
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low  cone,  the  convex  part  of  which  in  the 
introduction  is  turned  towards  the  rectum 
and  vesiculje  seminales,  and  the  edge 
obliquely  upwards,  thofe  parts  are  equally 
defended  from  injury. 

Every  man  who  has  performed  the  ope¬ 
ration  of  lithotomy  muft  be  convinced,  that 
feme  force  is  necefiary  to  introduce  even  the 
cutting  gorget  into  the  bladder ;  although  its 
cutting  edge  is  extended  as  far  as  the  beak. 
If  this  difficulty  of  introduction  is  confide- 
rable  in  the  cutting  gorget,  though  but  a 
feCtion  of  a  cone,  how  much  muft  it  necef- 
farily  be  increafed  with  a  double  gorget, 
which  approaches  nearly  to  a  complete  cone? 
The  difficulty  will  be  found  ftili  greater, 
when  we  confider  farther,  that  the  cutting 
part  of  the  double  gorget  begins  only  at 
fome  diftance  from  the  extremity ;  fo  that 
the  apex  of  the  cone  formed  by  the  double 
gorget  muft  be  pushed  into  the  bladder 

<s 

about  three  quarters  of  an  inch  before  its 

introduction  can  be  affifted  by  the  cutting 

•>  5  1 

ea  In  page  244,  this  circumftance  is  ! 

4  *  ->t  v  ••  i 

urged  i 
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urged  in  favor  of  the  OBSERVERS  gorget  3 
for  we  are  there  told :  “  this  preparatory 
“  dilatation  is  ftill  of  greater  fervice,  when 
the  gland  is  to  be  divided  with  the  blade 
“  affixed.”  It  will  appear  however,  from 
the  OBSERVERS  own  principles  that 
this  previous  dilatation  cannot  be  of  any  fer¬ 
vice,  but  on  the  contrary  may  be  injurious. 
For,  the  objection  juftly  raifed  by  him 
againft  the  common  gorget,  and  which  I 
have  already  taken  notice  of  above,  fhews, 
that  the  advantage  of  a  cutting  edge  confifts 
partly  in  facilitating  the  paffage  of  the  in* 
ftrument,  and  thereby  diminiffiing  the  force 
necelfary  to  be  exerted  for  its  introduction. 
Now,  the  common  gorget  is  only  a  feCtion 
of  a  cone  without  a  cutting  edge  :  the  dou- 
ble  gorget  is  almoft  a  complete  cone,  and 
alfo  without  a  cutting  edge  ;  at  lead:  at  the 
part  which  firft  enters  the  bladder,  where 
the  greateft  force  muft  be  ufed.  The  very 
(objection  therefore  made  by  the  OBSER- 


againft  the  common  gorget  prevails 


double  force  againft  his  own. 


It  is 
indeed 


XI  a 


indeed  evident,  that  an  inftrument  of  this 
kind,  forcing  its  way  like  a  wedge  through 
the  narrow  part  of  the  urethra  and  neck  of 
the  bladder,  inuft  be  very  likely  to  do  mif- 
chief  even  in  the  hands  of  the  moft  nice 
and  careful  operator.  But  if  it  fhould  ever 
be  ufed,  upon  the  authority  of  the  OB¬ 
SERVER,  by  a  man  not  fo  dextrous,  nor 
fo  well  verfed  in  operation.  Heaven  have 
mercy  on  the  patient !  Dilatation  cannot 
be  neceflary  to  prepare  the  parts  for  inci¬ 
sion,  though  incifion  may  be  ufeful  in  faci¬ 
litating  the  fubfequent  dilatation  of  the 
parts.  If  dilatation  alone  is  fufficient,  in- 
ciiion  is  unneceflary.  Befides,  the  dilata¬ 
tion  of  the  -  neck  of  the  bladder  will  be 
more  fafely  done  by  the  fingers  after  the 
cutting  gorget  is  introduced,  than  by  an 
inftrument,  the  force  of  which  the  opera¬ 
tor  cannot  with  any  degree  of  precifion  af- 
certain.  I  was  indeed  furprized  to  find  this  j 
double  gorget  fo  ftrongly  recommended  in  | 
this  work,  public  report  having  informed  1 

me,  s 
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me,  that  the  OBSERVER  had  entirely  laid 
afide  the  ufe  of  it. 

This  fubjedt  has  conduced  me  nearly  to 
the  end  of  the  OBSERVER’S  fecond  vo¬ 
lume  ;  and  here  I  fhall  clofe  my  notes. 
They  are  few,  and  are  far  indeed  from 
including  every  thing  that  is  reprehenlible 
in  his  work.  Yet,  in  faying  this,  I  mull 
not  be  underftood  to  pafs  cenfure  indiferi- 
minately  upon  the  whole.  There  are  parts 
of  it  which  may  be  read,  not  only  witl> 
fafety,  but  improvement. 

In  the  firft  volume  fontanels  made  by  in- 
cifion  on  the  additamentum  of  the  tempo¬ 
ral  future  are  recommended.  The  pradtice 
is  illuftrated  by  a  very  curious  inftance.  It 
is  founded  on  anatomical  knowledge  and 
obfervation,  and  deferves  to  be  attended  to. 

The  remarks  on  fradtures,  in  the  fecond 
volume,  are  many  of  them  ufeful  •,  and 
though  they  may  not  all  perhaps  have  the 
merit  of  novelty,  yet  moft  of  them  relate 
to  points,  not  fufficiently  dwelt  upon  by 
other  writers. 

The 
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The  cautions  and  directions  concerning 

fraCtures  of  the  fibula,  are  particularly  in- 
terefting,  and  have  never,  as  I  believe,  been 
given  in  any  preceding  publication.  Thofe, 
indeed,  on  the  fraCtured  rib,  with  emphy- 
fema,  we  have  already  feen  in  the  courfe  of 
thefe  notes,  had  better  been  omitted. 

But  the  part  of  the  OBSERVE  RV 
work,  which  may  be  moft  ferviceable  to 
young  people,  is  the  laft  chapter  of  the  fe* 
cond  volume,  on  the  difeafes  of  the  ure¬ 
thra.  Amongft  a  variety  of  negligences  and 
improprieties  of  ftile,  it  contains  much  ufe- 
ful  matter  ;  illuftrating  the  reafons  for  the 
application  of  bougies,  and  giving  judicious 
directions  concerning  the  proper  method  of 
ufing  them. 

On  this  occaiion,  the  rebuke  given  to 
the  bridegroom  by  the  governor  of  the  feaft, 
may  be  well  adapted  to  the  OBSERVER. 
<€  Every  man  at  the  beginning  doth  fet  forth 
4C  good  wine ;  and  when  men  have  well 
u  drunk,  then  that  which  is  worfe :  but 
fs  thou  haft  kept  the  good  wine  until  now/' 


o 


I 


V 


APPENDIX. 


i 


\ 


\ 


■f* 


\ 


s 


$ 


A 


. 


/y‘ 


\ 


r 


To  Doftor  Lawrence. 
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H  om.  II.  © 

SIR,  | 

If  you  fhould  be  furprized  at  this  addrefs, 
you  will  probably  be  .more  fo,  when  you  are 
told,  that  it  is,  in  the  language  of  the  times, 
not  only  an  addrefs,  but  a  remonftrance* 
As  a  principle  of  public  juftice  obliged  me 
to  the  former  part  of  this  work,  a  motive  f 
of  private  compaffion  engages  me  to  this 

Baft. 

Your  name.  Sir,  which  ftands  in  the 
(front  of  the  obfervations,  the  approbation 

I  *ye 
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we  are  informed  you  have  exprefled  of 
them*  and  the  defiance,  Mr.  William  Brom- 


field  hath,  under  the  fandion  of  that  ap¬ 
probation,  bidden  to  the  cavils  of  criticifm, 
iieceflarily,  derive  to  you,  afhareof  thepraife 
or  blame,  which  is  bellowed  on  a  work  fp 
immediately  placed  under  your  protedion : 

.more  particularly  as  you  have  had  the  fin- 

*  «*  . 

gular  honor  of  being  chofen  the  patron  of 

1  r  - 

a  book,  defigned  for  the  hands  of  majefty. 

I  do  not  mean  by  this,  Sir,  to  make  you 
in  any  refped  ajlfwerable  for  the  enormities 
complained  of  in  the  preceding  notes ;  they 
arife  oil  articles  which  I  consider  as  merely 
profeffional,  and  mull  therefore  reft  on  the 

^  r  '  f  r  <  _  » 

authors  head.  His  offences  againft  lan¬ 
guage,  grammar,  and  common  fenfe,  are  all 
I  have  to  expoftulate  with  you  upon. 

“Fieri  potefl”,  fays  your  old  friend  j 
Tully,  “  ut  rede  opus  feptiat,  et  id  quod: 

j* 

4i  fentit,  polite  eloqui  non  poffit;  fed  man-: 

dare  quemquam  liter  is  cogitationes  fuas,i 
f*  qui  eas  nee  difponere  ne,c  illuftrare  poffit,! 
If  ^€C  deledatione  aliqua  allicere  ledorem  ^ 

C. 
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*  / 

u  hominis  eft  intemperanter  abutentis  et 

“  otio,  et  literis.  Itaque  fuos  libros  ipft 

,  *  ••  •  •  ^  ’ 

**  legunt  cum  fuis,  nec  quifquam  adtingit, 

“  prater  eos,  qui  eandem  licentiam  fcriben- 
“  di  fibi  pcrmitti  volunt.”* 

Had  you.  Sir,  been  one  of  the  clafs  here 
defcribed,  I  (hould  not  have  had  any  differ¬ 
ence  to  maintain  with  you.  But,  as  no  man 
can  feel  more  fenfibly  than  yourfelf,  not 
only  every  deviation  from  propriety  in  ftile, 
but  every  deficiency  in  point  of  elegance, 
one  Ihouldhave  imagined,  you  would  at  leaft 
have  taken  care  to  purge  of  >its  grofier  and 
more  obvious  irregularities,  a  work,  which 
made  its  public  appearance  under  your  au- 
fpices.  Why  you  have  not  done  this,  is  not 
my  province  to  determine  $  that  it  has  not 
been  done,  a  few  fpecimens  will  be  fuffici- 
ent  to  fhew. 

In  the  courfe  of  my  notes  I  have  had  oc- 
cafion  to  remark  your  dedicator’s  gene¬ 
ral  defultory  manner  of  writing ;  his  an¬ 
nouncing  of  one  fubjed:,  quitting  that  for 

I  2  .  ;  -another, 

%•  .  >  2.  *  ’  f  <*  "  1  Jr  - 

*  Ttfc.  Difput, 
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another,  catching  up  feveral  more  in  hfe 
way,  and  then  returning  as  fuddenly  and  as 
unexpectedly  to  the  firft.  This  volatile  dif- 
pofition  manifefts  itfelf  as  much  in  his  fen- 
tences  as  in  his  fubjeCts.  He  fhall  begin 
with  two  or  three  words,  lea^e  them  in  the 
lurch,  throw  in  a  dozen  or  two  of  claufes 
thoroughly  mixed  and  jumbled  together* 
and  at  laft  without  connexion  or  reference, 
conclude  his  period,  with  what  we  looked 
for  in  vain  at  the  beginning  of  the  para- 
graph.  That  I  may  not  be ,  fuppofed  to 

•  -f*  •  .  •* 

talk  at  random,  I  (hall  appeal  to  the  76th 
page  of  the  firft  volume,  for  an  inftance  of 
this  fpecies  of  writing. 

“  The  man,  who  offers  to  the  public  a 
“  fpecific  for  this  diforder,  and  obtains  pa- 
**  rochial  teftimonies  of  its  virtues,  and  let-  i 
“  ters  to  himfelf  of  the  mod  furprizing  j 
46  cures  effected  after  the  regulars  had  tried  j 
“  their  utmoft  abilities  ineffectually,  can  pen  \ 
an  advertisement,  and  introduce  the  iymp- 
4<  toms  of  almofl  every  other  diforder,  affert- 
“  ing,  that  they  are  equivocal,  and  properly  ; 

“  belong  | 


V 
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“  belong  to  the  fcorbutic  clafs ;  and,  by  his 
bold  afTertions,  prefuades  an  invalid,  who 
“  feels  many  of  the  complaints  enumerated 
“  in  the  advertifement,  that  he  may  certainly 
“  be  cured,  though  the  medicine,  whofe 
**  efficacy  in  thefe  cafes  is  fet  forth  as  cer- 
u  tain,  is  probably  taken  out  of  fome  old 
“  Pharmacopoeia  and  difguifed,  ought 

“  NOT  TO  BE  CENSURED,  AS  A  FOOL,  OR 
“  HIS  OWN  ENEMY.” 

I  remember  an  oyfter-woman,  under  fa- 

*  t  ?• 

vor  be  it  fpoken,  of  much  the  fame  kind  of 
turn.  I  was  going  once  to  fpend  the  even¬ 
ing  with  feveral  friends,  when  I  met  this 
woman  at  the  door  of  the  tavern.  -As  fhe 
pafled  me  fhe  roared  out  ton  oysters. 
Struck  with  the  Angularity,  as  well  as  the 
noife  of  this  cry,  I  hurried  into  the  room 
where  my  friends  were,  and  feeing  oyfters 
on  the  table,  inquired  if  thofe  were  the  fame 
I  had  juft  heard  called  ton  oysters. 
This  produced  a  general  laugh ;  after  which 
’one  of  the  company  informed  me  that  the 
Angularity  was  in  the  woman,  not  in  the 
IK  oyfters, 
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oyftef  which  were  no  other  than  plain 
Milton*  It  feems  when  fhe  was  called  in 
(he  happened  to  have  got  juft  as  far  as 
fine  mil-—  and  though  (he  was  detained 
there  during  a  parenthefis  of  little  lefs  than 
an  hour,  (he  took  up  her  cry  again  on  going 
out,  exadtly  where  (he  had  left  it,  and  con* 
eluded  with — ton  oysters. 

The  aptnefs  and  elegance  of  your  dedi¬ 
cator’s  phrafes,  is  not  lefs  to  be  admired, 
than  the  order  and  perfpicuity  of  his  fen- 
teaces,  Sometimes  he  ennobles  his  fubjedl 
with  fuch  lofty  and  majeftic  exprefiions, 
that  one  would  almpft  take  him  for  a  fecond 

k  -  J  -  »  -  J*  I  i  k  -V.  ,  ■  >  ’  J  V  v  j  v  ,  v.;  4  J  I 

Bayes,  he  does  fo  elevate  and  surprize  ! 
and  then  he  comes  slap  upon  us,  with 
fomething  fo  plain,  fo  natural,  and  at  the 
fame  time,  fo  pointed,  that  Bayes  himfelf 
almoft  appears  a  novice  to  him. 

In  page  76  of  the  fecond  volume  we  haver 
this  paflage,  “  I  dare  fay  many  furgeonsi 
**  have  feen  a  lamenefs  of  the  (houlder  fromi* 
“  almpft  a  fimilar  paufe,  that  is,  the  tendoao 
i€  of  the  biceps  mufcle,  which  runs  in  the 

“  excavated 


**  excavated  groove  at  the  head  of  the  os 
brachii,  having  by  fome  ttifri  of  the  linrib, 
**  flipped  out  of  the  fulcus,  and  retting  on 
“  one  of  the  little  exuberances  of  the  upper 
“  part  of  the  channel/'  An  excavated 
groove  is  certainly  a  mod  magnificent 
expreflion,  and  one  your  dedicator 
feems  particularly  delighted  with,  for  it 
is  ufed  leveral  times  in  his  work,  probably 
by  way  of  diftinguiftiing  this  kind  of 
grooves  from  fuch  as  are  not  excava¬ 
ted,  The  little  exuberances  ©f 

-  y  •  »  *  i  ; 

THE  UPPER  PART  OF  THE  CHANNEL,  is 

another  flight  above  the  reach  of  Ample 
common  fenfe.  Thefe  fublime  phrafes, 

would  fufter  too  much  by  being  tranflated 

♦  \  ■  * 

into  Englifh.  I  fhall  not  therefore  need  an 

*  r  *  *  * 

apology,  even  to  you.  Sir,  for  not  attempt- 

*  .  f  * 

As  an  agreeable  contract,  I  fhall  now 
prefent  you  with  the  following  reflexion, 
from  page  169  of  the  fir  ft  volume: 
ft  Some  of  our  brethren  are,  like  Scrub 
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**  jn  the  Stratagem,  very  fond  of  the  laft 

4  '  V  ' 

(e  new  flourifli  of  the  razor/* 

<■  '  '  *  *  1  , 

.1  *  *  J  \  W.  >  •'  »  ;  ^  -*  r 

How  fimple,  how  unaffedted  is  this  al- 
lufion !  How  happily  does  it  revive  the 
rnemory  of  our  antient  connexions  !  And, 
the  application  of  it  you  yourfelf  muft  agree 
with  me,  is  beyond  example  juft  and  pre- 
cife.  A  common  reader  might  expedi 
that  it  was  intended  as  a  rebuke  to  fome 
“  young  rafti  pradtitioners,”  who  are  fond 
of  newly-invented  operations,  and  are  for 

i . 

amputating  and  extirpating  without  reflec¬ 
tion  and  without  mercy.  No  fuch  matter. 
Sir.  This  last  new  flourish  of  the 
razor,  you  will  find,  is  a  contrivance 
not  for  (bedding  blood,  but  for  flopping  it. 
It  is  a  comprefs  “  placed  on  the  fpermatic 
€t  chord,  as”  [where]  “  it  pafles  over  the 
fC  bone  in  the  groin.”  to  prevent  the  ha> 
tj^orrhage  after  caftration. 

If  any  body  three  months  ago.  Sir,  had 
told  you  that  there  was  an  exadt  refemblance 
between  a  iharp-cutting  inftrument  and  a 

♦  ..Vs*.  -  ....  .... 

. ,  £omprefs? 
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comprefs,  you  would  probably  have  anfwer- 
ed,  that  you  knew  no  two  things  more  un- 
like.  You  fee.  Sir,  what  unexpected  dis¬ 
coveries  are  made  in  a  fhort  time,  and  how 
much  wife  men  may  be  miftaken. 

There  is  another  palfage  immediately  pre¬ 
ceding  in  the  fame  page,  that  I  cannot  avoid 
taking  notice  of.  Your  dedicator, 
having  affigned  his  reafon  for  not  approving 
this  method  of  the  comprefs,  fays,  “  pofii- 
bly  this  objection  may  have  more  weight, 
“  if  I  fay  more  than  one  have  died,  by 
“  making  the  trial,  according  to  the  recom- 
“  mendations  of  thofe,  who  have  feen  it 
€C  praCtifed  abroad.”  From  the  conftruCtion 
of  this  fentence,  it  is  evident,  that  either 
the  patients  are  the  perfons  who  make  the 
trial,  (or  in  other  words  operate  upon  them- 
felves)  or  the  furgeons,  are  the  perfons  who 
die  by  the  trial ;  and  not  only  fo,  but  they 
,are  fo  complaifant  as  to  die  according  to 

the  recommendations  of  thofe  who  have 
feen  it  praCtifed  abroad. 

K 


This 


This  puts  me  in  mind  of  a  paragraph 
I  met  with  fome  time  fince  in  one  of  our 
news  papers,  acquainting  us  that  on  fuch 
a  day,  ‘  Mr.  Bromfeild  had  the  honor  to 
f  prefen t  to  his  Majedy,  his  two  volumes 
f  of  chirurgical  obfervations,  which  were 

*  mo  ft  gracioufly  received,  and  had  the  hor 

*  nor  to  kifs  his  Majedy’s  hand/  The 
circumdance  of  making  the  books  kifs 
hands  in  dead  of  the  author,  is  fo  like* 

H*  •  .  .  ••  •  •  • 

that  one  would  almod  fwear  it  came  from 
the  fame  pen.  But  let  us  take  our  leave, 
of  the  accuracy,  and  return  to  the  ele-: 
gance  of  his  dile. 

The  englifh  language,  Sir,  in  the  date 
in  which  we  have  received  it  from  ouri 

{I  s.  »  ‘  W  ,  .  ^  •  \  * 

ancedors,  is  found  too  imperfedl  for  youri 
dedicator’s  ufe  ;  for  which  reafon, 
he  introduces  into  it  various  kinds  of  im¬ 
provements.  I  dare  fay.  Sir,  you  never 

■  •»  •  ■  * 

heard  of  the  word  imbanding,  before 

r  i  :  .  *  .  ~  -  *  * 

Mr.  William  Bromfeild,  thought  fit  to  en-i 
fich  our  language  with  it.  In  him  yoJI 


{  ) 

may  read  of  imbanding  ligaments  ;  of 
the  imbanding  4  fafcia  of  the  mufcles 

*  of  the  arm/  and  of  an  “  imbanding 

*  membrane/  which  I  muft  beg  the  favor 
of  you  as  an  anatomiil  to  explain  to  me. 
It  is  called  ‘  the  imbanding  membrane  of 

*  the  mufcles  of  the  fcalp/  See  page  109. 
vol.  1. 

The  liberty  taken  with  the  words,  fenfi-* 
ble,  infenfible,  fenfibility,  infenfibility,  is 
another  remarkable  innovation.  Thefe  your 
dedicator  chufes  to  write,  sen- 

SILE,  INSENSILE,  SENSILITY,  IN  SEN  SI- 

LIT  Y.  And,  fo  jealous  is  he  of  this  im¬ 
provement,  that  in  one  inftancc  where 
the  printer  had  been  fo  unpardonably  neg¬ 
ligent  as  to  leave  the  old  wrord,  insensi¬ 
bility,  ftanding  in  the  text ;  he  has 
taken  care  to  have  it  inferted  in  the  Errata, 
with  a  pofitive  mandate,  page  22  line  6, 

*  read  insensility/  Here,  Sir,  (to 
apply  his  own  quotation  with  a  little  more 
propriety)  is  indeed  <c  a  new  flourifh  of  the 
i(  razor/’  and  he  does  feem  to  be  very  fond 

K  2  of 
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*  / 

of  it.  It  mufl  be  owned  that  the  b  before 
the  l,  produces  a  difagreeable  found  :  but, 
if  every  word  that  has  this  inconvenience, 
is  to  undergo  the  fame  operation,  it  will 
produce  a  very  considerable  change,  and 
I  fancy  no  frriall  confufion  in  our  language. 
table  will  be  refined  into  tale,  able 
into  ALE,  FRIABLE  will  be  FRIALE,  PER¬ 
SPIRABLE,  perspirale  ;  and  DISTENDI- 
ble,  (a  word  of  your  dedicator's  own 
coining,  and  which,  out  of  modefty,  I  pre¬ 
fume,  appears  but  once  in  the  courfe  of  this 
work)  will,  when  it  comes  to  be  a  little 
more  eftablifhed,  be  converted  into  d i - 

STENDILE. 

Indeed,  Sir,  I  am  much  afraid,  your  de¬ 
dicator  has  been  feduced  into  this  Tra¬ 
montane  tafte,  by  the  foft  infin nations  of 
his  Italian  friends.  It  would  be  kind  in 

you  to  put  him  in  mind,  that  Englishmen, 

1 

are  not  fo  fond  of  getting  rid  of  every  thing 
that  hangs  in  their  way;  and  though  it 
may  be  fomewhat  unwieldy  and  cumber- 

fome,  j 

rf  ■  Jr't 

'•  m 
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fome,  it  is  not  their  cuftom  to  cut  it  off, 
for  the  convenience  of  being  without  it. 

I  am  aware,  that  sensilis,  and  insen- 
s i l is,  are  Latin  words  of  good  authority, 
but  sensilit as,  and  insensilitas  occur 
no  where ;  and  even  if  they  did,  it  would 
not  be  fufficient  to  juftify  an  arbitrary  im¬ 
portation  of  them  into  our  language.  Fo¬ 
reign  words,  as  well  as  foreign  perfons,  muft 
undergo  the  regular  forms  of  naturalization, 
and  muff  not  be  adopted  ad  libitum,  to 
ferve  the  interefl  or  caprice  of  individuals. 

Your  dedicator  thinks  otherwife. 
Nothing  is  more  common  with  him  than  to 
employ  foreign  words  without  the  leaf! 
temptation  or  authority.  He  has  not  even 
the  excufe,  which  our  people  of  fafhion 
have  for  ufmg  foreign  manufactures. 

Longats,  Longuets,  and  Longates, 
(for  I  find  the  word  fpelt  thefe  three  ways 
by  your  dedicator)  is  French  [Lon- 
guettes]  and  frequently  occurs  in  the 
obfervations,  though  we  have  to  the  full  as 
good  a  word  of  our  own,  which  is,,  slips. 

Inftead 


/ 
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Inttead  of  the  Englifh  word  gorget^ 

your  dedicator  affeds  continually  to 
write  the  french  word,  gorgeret. 

He  is  at  leaft  equally  fond  of  the  Latin .  The 
“  sulcus  of  a  ftaff;  the  alas  yesperti- 
cc  lion  is  derived  from  the  peritoneum, 
te  and  lent  to  the  bladder,’4  the  “  tendinous 

t 

fasciculi  of  fibres  f’  the  “  columns 
ligamentosa”  and  “  ligamentous  co- 

*  c  s-  .  .. 

“  lumna  ”  in  the  body  of  the  penis ;  the 
<c  CERVIX  VESICLE  ”  the  “  SITUS  natu¬ 
ralise  ”  the  “  foveas  ”  which  in  fome 
places  are  improved  into  “  excavated 
*c  foveas  ;  ”  are  the  common  embellish¬ 
ments  of  your  dedicator’s  page.  The 
fame  tafte  feems  to  have  induced  him  to 
call  the  high  operation  for  the  ftone,  “  in 
“juftice  to  the  contriver,  methodus 

f<  FRANCON1CA.’’ 

There  is,  I  own,  fome  allowance  to  be 
made  to  the  faculty  in  this  refped.  We 
are  in  pofTeflion  of  a  kind  of  privilege, 
to  fpeak  in  Latin,  even  though  we  might 

;  '  ‘  ’  ''  exprefs 

*  » 

«».  '  r  *  «*"  .•  x  r| 
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cxprefs  ourfelves  as  well,  prehaps  better,  in 
Englifh;  and  therefore  it  may  be  that  the 
‘  FOVEJE,  the  FASCICULI,  the  FERULA  OT 

1  Yafiuue,  as  Hippocrates  calls  them’,  &c.  &c. 
ought  to  efcape  animadverfion,  at  leaft  from 
one  who  profeffes  to  be  a  member  of  th$ 
fame  body.  But,  what  apology  fhall  we 
make  for  your  dedicator  if  he  is  found 
putting  off  words  as  latin,  which  have  a 
very  doubtful,  if  any  exigence  in  the  lan¬ 
guage.  Such  are,  foraminula,  lobuli, 

PORTIUNCULI,  LAMINATIM. 

The  two  firft  are  frequently  introduced, 

but  none  of  them,  I  believe,  are  to  be  found 

* 

in  any  claffical  writer  or  dictionary  of  au¬ 
thority.  And,  what  purpofe  do  they  an- 

fwer  ?  foraminui,^,  after  all  are  nothing 

%  , 

but  small  holes;  lobuli,  are  little 
lobes  ;  portiunculi,  which  by  the  bye 
ought  to  be  written  portiunculi  are 
small  portions,  and  laminatim,  is 

*  •  •  X  *  •  ;  ’  ?  »  .  J-  i  « 

BY  LAYERS. 

t  t  .  • 

Thefe,  Sir,  are  the  few  fpecimens  I  pro¬ 
ofed  to  lay  before  you.  You  will  have  no 

JT  j  > 

trouble 


( 


) 


trouble,  except  from  the  nice  feelings  of 
friendfhip,  in  collecting  the  remainder  from 
the  volumes  themfelves. 

Such  are  the  two  volumes  of  chirurgical 
obfervations  *and  cafes,  written  by  Mr. 
William  Brqmfeild,  Surgeon  to  her  Majefry 
and  to  St.  George’s  Hofpital,  dedicated  to 
Dr*  Lawrence,  Preiident  of  the  royal  college 
of  Phyftcians,  &c.  and  prefented  to  the 
King  on  the  1 8th  day  of  December,  1772. 
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with  great  r  efpeCt, 

your  moft  obedient 
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and  very  humble  fervanu 
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